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-N\- MY Lord of Winton is a Perſon of that Emi- 
I nence in Place and Dignity, in Piety 
& . and'Learning, and all other Qualifica- 
ions which may becomea Man of his Order ; and 
iwithall of that conſtant Adherence to the Cauſe 
atdInteteſt of the King and Church, in Our late 
'*Freubles, and'of ſo known an Integrity, that -he 
-needs'tiot/the Recommendation of ſo mean a-Pen 
*as mine is. - Only Leould notbut think it fic to ac- 
«quaint thee, ' how his: Name comes to be concern- 
-&din theſe Papers.” -After he was come to above 
-Foatſcote Years of 'Age, which the -P/almiſt has 
Thide the utmioft'Stage of Man's Life, and tha 
now he 'was, as'he* thought, putting into a quiet 
_*Hirbour'; 'n6 ſooner was he in thoſe thoughts (ha- 
' iing/allyayslived at Active Life before) burthar he 

lWis-Attack'd ofi' borh Sides with unexpected On. 
*fets;? Onthe'vtehand, Mr.Baxter having lain Dor- 
imant 'evet ſince the: King's Refſtauration, broke 
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out afreſh into an Old Quarrel, wherein, tho he 
had been formerly Baffled, yer he thought now be. 
like, the Biſhop's Age would ſecure him from an 
Anſwer, in which hope of his yet he hath been ſo 
miſerably miſtaken, that the Ymdication, that his 
Lordſhip hath made of himſelf againſt him, is 
written with that Briskneſs of Stile aud Cloſeneſs of 
Argument, that his Adverſary , however willing 
he may be, will never be able more to hold up 
his Pen againſt him. On the other hand, a Libel. 
ler, under the Name of Elymas the Sorcerer, allaul- 
ted him with a Calumnious Report, grounded 
on a Writing of Mainburg a French Jeſuit, that he 
was a Papi, or Popiſhly inclined, and had a hand 
in perverting or Sefania the perverſion of her late 
R. H. To clear himſelt from this Aſperſion , he 
publiſhed ſeveral Treatiſes, which had been writ. 
ten by him, upon ſeveral Occaſions, wherein he 
diſcovers and makes known ſufficiently what his 
Principles and his Judgment had been , all along, 
concerning the Church of Rome and her DoRtrins, 
as they differ from Ours. But it happens in Trou- 
bles as it doth in Waves, that they come notſingle 
. or alone, but one tumbling upon the neck of ano- 
ther. E'm xougk xg warty Scarce had. his 
Lordſhip done with thoſe Two Furious Spirits, and 
now promiſed Himſelf an undiſturbed Repoſe, but 
out comes a Third of the ſame Temper, tho. of a 
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Contrary Complexion ; viz, a Catholick Gentle: 
man, One whoſe Zeal is as high, and his Paſſion 
as Great as that of the other Two, and his Lan- 
guage ſo Extravagant, that he ſhews neither any 
Reverence to the Dignity of the Perſon, nor the 
Sentiments of Common Humanity to his Age, as I 
could prove by ſeveral Scofts and Flouts, with 
which he Treats him meerly upon that Account. 
Wherefore, if I have been any where Sharp, both 
he and you, Reader, muſt excuſe.me for this Rea. 
ſon, in that he, viz. .L. W. had no Provocation' 
at all given'him bythe Biſhop, whoonly Publiſh. 
ed thoſe Treatiſes to ſatisfie the World, that he 
was no Papiſt ; and beſides, of what ever Quality 
he may be, is, it is notto be doubted, much infe- 
riour to the Biſhop, both 'in Dignity and Age. 
But [ have had a Conſtant Provocation before me, 
and had nor, I humbly conceive, upon me thoſe 
_—_ of Reſpect and Veneration, which he 
ad, 

As for the Matter in Debate and the Arguments 
here uſed , they are things, (moſt ofthem) (o ge- 
nerally we eons been ſo often Treat- 


ed of, that that Conſiderationmade it the leſs nece(. 
lary for me to ſpendrmanclr Paper , or laviſh away 
my" Time and thy,” Patience about them. *How- 
ever, | Judged ir would be ſomewhat for thy ſatis- 
ſerdown L. W's Preface-at length in. his 
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own Words, and then afterward togive-it ,-inall 
its Parts, -its particular Anſwer ; to thew:how ea. 
ſy. ic would have been 0 have done the [like 
throughout the whole Reveiw-of all the ſeveral 
Treatiſes ; but that'by ſo:doing, the Work -mult 
have ſwelled into a large Volume; and therefore 
I contentedimy 4elf-in thoſe other Pieces ; with a 
ſhorter and tmore-Compendious'way of Antwer, 
andyet lo, as notteomitor pals over any thing 
that was truly Material and any way Confider- 
able. His Review of the Latme Treatiſe: cencer- 
ning Prayers for-che-Dead, -Invocation-'of: Saints, 
and Purgatory, hath not beendo much Omitted, as 
Reſeryed to another Time, if Occaſion-ſhall fo re. 


quire; thotruly.I think the beſt-way of Anſwering 
ic, 1f (eyer-itbe Anſwered, will be to Tranſlate ic 
iato Engliſh, firſt, by. which Means: the Buſineſs 
will be as good as half done. 


Farewel. 
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® Ecing my Lord of Winton u pleaſed to wipe o 
Y that odious aſperfion of iy r5.un a "a1 
[ which might in the late conjuntture have coft 
him his civil, and endangered his natural life ] 
by declaring not only his judgment in matters of 
Religion ; but alſo the grounds, on which it relies, contained in 
ſeveral Treatiſes, long fince componnded, but never till now 
made publick : 1 preſume he will not be offended, that with the 
reſ] 4 due to his quality of Peer of the Realm, theſe be review- 
ed. Reviewed, 7 ſay, for — Appellations /ie only to 
higher, Reviſions are committed to equal, or even inferiour 
Courts. | 
He proteſts, he is no Papiſt : and 1 think ſo too, Twiſh it were 
as eafie to clear him of Calviniſm : of which he owns pag. XIl. 
that he hath been ſuſpefed,and to it he ſeems enclined uhen he 
"ſays, © That God by Miracles promoted the Idolatrow Worſhip 
« of the Piftures, and Relicks of Saints. Thu I think in reality 
is to make God the Author of fin: Which Blaſphemy I do not 
believe the Church of England wil own, though it be a choice 
. flower in Calvin's gardey. 

He declares his loyalty to the government eſtabliſhed, and 
the Royal Family, &c. And I believe him in this alſo: nay 1 
judge as favourably of the greateſt part of his Rank, and more- 
over, that they are loyal not only - their Intereſt 5 /at for 

conſcience, 


The Reviſor's Preface. 


conſcience, and out of a ſenſe of their duty to God, their Sove- 
raign, & their-Conntry : and-that he, and they, will oppoſe, to 
their power, Schiſm in the Church, axdFaQtion in the'State, 
Tt I ehink all their endeavours will be ineffettual to prevint 
either, conſidering the conſtitution of the Proteſtant Church, 
and qualifications of its Clergy. For as in ſome natural Bodies 
there is a defet, which maugre all care of Phyſicians, cuts the 
thread of life, before it be ſpun to its ordinary length, [0 is 
ſome Bodies Politick, that of theEngliſh\Proteſtant Church, 
in particular. Here are ſome reaſons to prove this, 

The firſt. Proteſtancy is a Schiſm, and thoſe who live 
#n it; live-in a Schiſm. {Ut #5 aSchiſm, becauſe it is a party 

ſeparated from .the whole Catholick Church. Luther was a 
ilmatick, /o was Calvin, ſo was Zuinglius, ſo was each 
Patriarch of your Reformatzon : for each of theſe at their firſt 
breakingforth, left the whole Catholick Church, or Congre- 
gation of Chriſtians, of what .denomination ſoeuer, not any 
one fingle Perſon in the whole world, #0 whom he ( or they ) did 
joyn himſelf. So that if ever any wan wes truly Schiſmatick, 
eachone of theſe was ſuch. Wherefore all who joyned to'them, 
as allProteſtants did, were Schilmaticks. \Now.it -i5-not pro- 
bable that God will give that great Blilſing of Eeelefaflical 
Peace to Schiſmaticks, who hats it, and oppoſe zt. 

My ſecond is : Proteſtants areHereticks, that is, Chooſers 
of the points which they believe. For the Catholick .Church 
delivered to her Children, not only what they believe; but alſo 
many Articles which they -rejefl. Each Proteſtant takes this 
complex, examines it, aud fmding ſome Articles uot to pleaſe 
him, he caſts them-out of his Creed. Fence eve rejeits the 
Real Preſence; avother, Free Will; 4 third, Merits; 8 
feurth,the Poſſibility of keeping God's Commandments. 
Each onechlling out what Articles he pleaſes, and compoſing 
of them.wat a Catholiek, but a Proteſtant Faith : vor a-Faith 
of the Goſpels, but of this time, and their Phancies. What 
more evident figns of Hereticks ? Now if #hey be ſach, cou 


We 
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we think them fit inſkrumens to oppoſe Herefie, whodidiintro« 
duces. and do ſtill defend it:?' This ſhatl be further confirmed 
by my- fifth Reaſon. 

My third, Proteſtavts are aCadmean Brood, they ſprung 
out of the. earth armed: . and: no ſooner did their ſoveraign 
ſee. their faces, but: they felt" their Iron hands, Wit- 
eſs Germany,. France, Hungary, Bohemia, Scotland; 
S$wethland, Denmark, the Low-countries, and. Geneva. 
Oar 'Engliſhi Proteſtants. ſay, they are not concerned in theſe 
Rebellions': but that is not true, for by appoving, and ap- 
planding, them, they make. them their own, and encourage the 
Praflice, by commending'theprecedent. With what force can 
they. teach; Qbedience: to" his Majefly, . who praiſe Rebellion 
pinft: other 2: Or divert: men from: Treaſon, who" transforms 
Van into Heroes, ana'canonize Regitides ? 

My: fourth. There neither is, nor ever was any. Authority 
under the: Heavens better groundeal: = that of the Catho- 
liek'C ,. coufrting' of the: Pope, aud Biſhops;-was before” 
ey fo It was eſtabliſhed by. Chriſt; rw 7 agen 
Apoſtles, ratified: by general, and particular Councils, cow- 

rmed by an uninterrupted Poſſeſſion of almoſt fifteen hundred 
years, back'd. by all "Laws aſtical, and Civil, and ac- 
knowledged by ail Chriſtians thew alive, What Gentleman 
can\ ſay ſo much for his Eftate * What Officer, for his Autho- 
rity 2 What King, for his Crown 2 What: Parſon, for his Tithe ? 

What Proteſtant Biſhop, for his Miter >» When a'Calvin, a 

Luther, &c. to ſay uo. more, private men; ſtart up, declame 

againſt that Clergy, as a humane invention, and an Antichri- 

ſtian eſtabliſhment ; and you applaud them, and with them tram 
under feet the whole ſacred Order, and teach your Followers, 
mo ſubmiſſion, no obedience is due toit, When you have taught 
themtobreak ſuch Cables, can you expect to bind 'them to their 
oy with fingle threds ? 
he Engliſh Proteſtant pretence to Biſhops doth not ſatisfie, 

I. Becauſe in reality they had no-Canmical Ordination, as we 

| B2z ſay, 
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ſay, and prove. 2. Although they had impoſition of hands, 
= ng Biſhops [which x. deny. + pra 
Chap. xxxv.] yet They entred not by the door ; but climb- 
ed up ſome other way;e John X. 1. Were not promoted ac- 
cording to any Canonical Form either ancient, or modern. 
I herefore what can we judge of them, but according to Chriſt's 
words, Loco citato? 3. Tor firſt Proteſtants, promoted their 
Religion, and ſpread their Novelties contrary to all even 
Engliſh Biſhops, and in contempt of them, firſt in Henry VIIE, 
his time, Tindale, and others. Secondly, in Q. Elizabeths 
time, when all the Biſhops alive detefled your Reformation, 
and were for that ſtript of their Juriſdiftion,depoſed from their 
Seats, and confined. What wonder then your Followers do not 
regard that Crofier, which you have broken, nor honour the 
Miter, which they have ſeen you trample under your feet? 
Laſtly, ſuppoſe your Biſhops were as validly, and canonically 
conſecrated, as any ever were, can you ſay, that their Autho- 
rity is berter grounded, than that of all the Catholick Cler- 
- BY? Sure you cannot pretend to better grounds for your Autho- 
rity, than our Clergy had. As it was then lawful and laudable 
to three, or four " rm wen tocontradift our whole Clergy 
then in being, why may not ſome private men amongſt you, 
withſtand yours > What reaſon can you alledge againſt a Tub- 
preacher 2 Some Texts of. Scripture * Canons of Councils ? 
Tradition of the Church? Laws of the Realm? All theſe ſtood 
im favour of our Clergy againſt the firft Retormers, as, and 
more, evidently than for you againſt your Diſſenters. So your 
Schiſm and Reformation hath deprived you of all means to pre- 
ſerve the Peace of the Church. 

| My fifth is takew from the manuer of your Reformation. 
From Rome our Anceftors had received by the ſame hands 4 
Syſteme of Faith, a body of Ceremonies, and ſome Ecclefi- 
aſtical Laws. The whole Faith as neceſſary to be believed, 
the Ceremonies as decent to entertain devotion. The Laws as 
- Cexvenient to Government, and Order. And your firſt Re- 
formers 
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formers changed all. In Faith they firſt rejefted the whole un- 
written Word, Tradition: and a great part of the written, 
Scripture, They ſecondly perverted many places of this, by 
new interpretations, retaining, the word without its Tee The 
Ceremonies, and Laws were treated as licentiouſly, throwing 
ont of doors whatſoever they pleaſed. Now why may not another 
imitate theſe your Patriarchs 2Cur nonlicebit Valentiniano, 
quod licuit Valentino, de arbitrio ſuo fidem innovyarec? 
What was lawful to Luther, is ſure lawful to a Lutheran: 
and what was laudable in the ſixteenth, is not a fin in the ſe- 
venteenth Age, to grue new interpretations to Scripture, abo- 
liſh other Ceremonies, repeal more Canons. Eſpecially the mo- 
tives of reforming being common. Which is 

My fixth.. Tour firſt m_ rejefted ſome Articles of 
Faith, as being delivered by fallible men: ſome Ceremonies 
as mens inventions, and ſome Laws as contrary to Evangelical 
liberty, Now all this holds as ſtrongly againſt wbat they keey 
in, as what they leave out : for all Canons were impoſed 
men, all Ceremonies preſcribed by men, and Scriptare it ſel 
_ to you, and continued among ſt you by fallible men, as 
much as the Real preſence. Now as you blot this out of your 
Creed, why may not another flrike out Baptiſm, a third the 
Trinity, a fourth the Incarnation, a fifth the Unity of God, 
a fixth the Deity it ſelf? And ſo farewell all Faith, What 
reaſon is there, to ſay, that our Roman Miſſoners' fent by 
S. Gregory were infallible in delivering the Myſteries of t 
Trinity or Incarnation, and fallible, in ſpeaking of Purgatory, 
or the Real Preſence ? They ſay they pared away theſe Articles, 
becauſe they were not from the beginning, and were abuſes. 
But will not a Monothelit alledge the ſame againſt the. di- 
ftinftion of Wills in Chriſt, a» Eutychian, againſt the diſtiniti- 
on of Natures, a Neſtorian, againſt the Unity of Perſon in 
bim, a Macedovian, againſt the Divinity, of the Ely Ghoſt, 
as Arrian, againſt that of the Son, a Manichean, againſt the 
Unity of the Divine Nature, a Jew, againſt the New Tefta- 
ment , 
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ment, and & Libertine,. aud Atheiſt, againſt bath Old, and 
New, and God himſelf * Theſe are not wire- draws Concluffons, 
by obſcure Mediums, -and far fetched Illations ; but natural, 
asd obvious ſequels of the fundamental Principles of your Re- 
formation, which are inconſiſtent with any conſtancy in Faith; 
and ſettlement in Church Government. So I muſt' conclude, 
that your Church building is ſuch, as no Principles can bear ; 
and your Principles are ſuch, as can bear no building. By 
which we may gueſs, from whom your Reformers had their wg. 
cation, from Abaddon, Apollion, the Deſtroyer, ſeeimg their 
Principles are good only to deſtroy Churches; vor at all to 
build them. 

In fine, a prudent man, without caſting a figure, might 
have ſeen the fate of the late troubles, in their Principles, 
which were inconſiſtent with any ſetled Form of Civil Govern- 
ment, and would ruine them all ſucceſvely, as they did; with- 
out any hopes of reſt, unleſs theſe were laid aftde, and the juſt, 
and ancient Government reſtored. The like conjeffure may be 
maze of Proteſtantiſm; its Principles being inconſiſtent with 
any ſetled —_ of Faith, and Church Government, will deſtroy 
ha all y Schiſm and Ferefies, and no probability of a ſer- 
tlement unlefs theſe be renounced, and the Ancient, Catholick, 
and Apoſtolical Paith, and: Government reftored. For a fur- 
ther proof of this, I appeal to experience, ( which is a de- 
mouſtration A poſteriori, as the former is A priori) which 
is ; 

ſeventh. Experience ſhews, that it is much eafter to 
deſtroy, than to ſettle a Government either in Church, or State; 
Nothing of Art, or Power was wanting to the eſtabliſhment 
of the Prelarical Church 7» England. She appeared firſt with 
the plauſible colours of an Apoftelical Reformation, was che- 
riſhed by Royal favour, armed with the ſevereſt Laws ima. 
ginable. Tet one Age had not paſs'd over her head, when the 
peccant humours bread within her, laid her in the duſt, and 
the Crown it ſelf with her, which" it' was hoped ſhe' would oP. 
KY hold. 
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hold. Both wore again reſtored: yet haw faow was the joy uf 
that over, and beth branght again into alike danger > Seek 
no where abroad the ſpring of theſe miſchiefs, they riſe from 
the Reformation, and are inſeparable from the Proteſtant 
Church. 

My eighth, and laſt reaſon is drawn. from the Proteſtant 
Clergy, it ſelf, which as it is modeled, and principled, can 
never ſufficiently influence-the Nation to mm its Onion 
in the Worſhip of 'God, and its duty to the King : to prevent 
Sehiſm i» the Church , axd.FaCtion in the State. This ap- 
pears by experience. The reaſons Ireferve till ſome further 
occaſion be grven. 

3. D. M.( ſo we ſhall hereafter call.my Lord of Winton ) 
fays in his Preface pag.11. A French Jeluitcalled Mainbourg 
publiſh'd ſomething as witten by her late R. H. and he re- 
peats afterwards four times in the Preface, and once in bis 
Poſtſcript Mainbourg the Jeſuit : when it was Mainbourg the 
ſecular Prieſt who Printed it. Which that Book of his tells 
all the world, ſo did the publick Gazetts, containing bis dif- 
miſſion out of the Society, His ſuperiours did never permit 
him to print it, whilſt he was a Jeſuit, knowing how ſacred 
the ſecrets of Princes ought to be, So that _ crept about 
only in written Copies, ſeen by few, and of theſe not many 
believing it to be hers, whoſe name it bears. Now D. M hath 
ſpread it, aud the rumour of her Change in Religion, for his 
own Vindication, and ſo prejudiced his Mother the Church of 
England : for 1 doubt not but her R. H. example will move 
more Powerfully to leave that Church, than D. M. S. judg- 
ment, to retain menin it. 

He queſtions the Conference between her R. FH. and the Bi- 
ſhop : which being a matter of Fatt, muſt rely.on the depofiti- 
on of Witneſſes, and their credit, and intereſt. She is pofei- 
tivehe conjefural : ſhe had no motive, but Truth ; he concerned 
for the honour of his Church, and his cun. His Topick is, if 


the Biſbop anſwered ſo; he was neither ſo Learned, nor Con- 
| {cicntious, 
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ſcientious, nor Prudent, as he ought to be. Which many will 
- eafter grant, than thas her R. H. in a matter of fat would 
wittiugly tell an untruth. | 
Herelates many things in his Preface to little purpoſe. v, c. 
His coming out f ws pou with 1301, and returning with 
as much, ( as if he had the bleſſing of the Iſraelites in the De- 
fart, whoſe Cloths did not wear out ) his ſerving his Majeſty, 
and the Gee of Bohemia,without putting t bem to any charge, 
but bis diet, his Catechifing their $ervants, and preaching 
to them, his journey to Collen, and return to the Hague oe 
what is the Publick concerned in all this > Unleſs it be to 
help an Hiſtorian to write bis Life. But of heroical men even 

the Cradles, and —_ horſes are venerable. + 
Page viii. He ſays, he did not h the French 
Hugonots, becauſe if They did noteficourage, yet they did 
not, at leaft had not, condemned the rebellious proceedings 
of their Presbyterian Brethren in England againſt the King 
and Church. Which implies only their being idle ſpeftators of 
that Tragedy, in which many think they were Attors for the 
worſe fide : and many Engliſh women in Geneva, who followed 
their Husbands thither at the end of the Wars, were proof 
enough. Twill relate here what T find in Grotius his Diſcuſſio 
Rivetiani Apoſtolici, pag. 88, and 89. where having ſaid, 
that the publick Peace is diſturbed by that Dottrine : Licita 
eſſe pro Religione ſubditorum in Reges arma, he adds: Hoc 
vir nobiliflimus Plefſiacus Mornzus, tanquam pietati con- 
ſentaneum, teſtamento etiam ſuo inſeruit. Hinc ille mo- 
rus Ambaxianus, cum reformatus Renauderius quoſdam ſui 
ſimiles in privatum conclave convocaſſet, & dediſlet cis 
poteſtatem Ordinum Regni. Hinc Bezz conciones pro 
claſſico. Hinc Rupellenſis Conventus impudentia, qui 
omnes in Regno Pontificios, deinde etiam Reformatos, Re- 
gis auctoritatem ſequentes, declaravit ab honoribus omni- 
bus, muneribuſque publicis dimovendos: przteuras au- 
rem per omne Regnum diſtribuir, quibus voluit : ralium 
conſiliorum 
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confiliorum auftorenr ſibi fuifſe PETR UM MOLINEUM 
reſtatur Theophilus Mileterius, vir nobilis, & illis, qui re- 
formaros- ſe- dicunt, 'optim? yolens.' 7hus' he: © This Boak 
hath been Printed near theſe forty years: and never any 
thing alledged againſt theſe matters of fatt, that I could bear 
of." Kow will Monſieur dy Moulin Prebend'ot. Canterbury 
reconcile with this Connſet"of his 'Father, that'\Letter, which 


he printetin bis Fathers wame? OOO 2 

4- Theſe | Treatiſes, having been compoſed on emergent 
occafions, wit bout any ſetled dejign, have no-other order than 
that of the time they were compoſed in, - amongſt thoſe of 
the ſame languages. 'Þ defigned once to drawthe matters hand- 
led in them into ſome method, whith would help to' their under- 
pre. But becauſe that would make my Anſwer to D. M. 
fs ſatisfaftory '( a thing mainly aimed at ) T took the eafier 
way,' #0: follow my Author, 'ay/he leads me, ep by" flep, with- 
out omitting ayy thing maretial. "1 omit in my Reviſion the 
Letters of the Regular Prieſt, as not- grounding the judgment, 
in matters of Religion, of ' D:M. as alſo D. M. his Letter to 
Trigland, as contarning nothing to our purpoſe. ' For it treats 

only two points : The firſt. of Fat, that his. Majeſty reall 
was aProteſtant. Towhich no Anſwer is neceſſary. The F 4 
cond of Policy, that his Majeſty was to be reſtored to his 
Orown by an Army of the States. To this I cannot anſwer, as 
never having commenced Batchelour in Policy. Tet I will 
ſay, that God himſelf found a way to reſtore his Majeſty, and 
put an end to the troubles of the State, without Arms ( con- 
trary to the expetiation of D. M.) And 1 hope [ at leaſt it 
long hath been, is, and ſhall be my conſtant Prayer } that the 
God of Peace put an end to theſe contentious diſputes im the 
Church; that we all may come to compoſe but One ſheepfold, 
under One ſhepherd, fobs X. 16, 1 thought once to omit his 
Letter againſt Father Creſley, as being chiefy perſonal : yet 
finding beſides a too ſevere charge on him, ſome Refleflions 
upon his whole holy Order, I took leave to review the 
C grounds 
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rope of byth, J6t- all it lightly, 46 extrivg when it un- 


at ae Reader way with leſs rrouble ſee what the Deftor 
ſays, and towhat. I aufwer + I give his awe wards, commonly at 
{arges at kaſt their. al, : 4nd I mark the page, where 
6 yare te be found: Thi 5s makes my of dererie longer: 
ut that is compenſated Nh 's eaſe of —_ the Truth, 
which both fides pretend to, byt only ove fide contends far fron 


by the .other pew with all bis Power. God grant tg. all 
vere AE Br arch Union: and then all theſe 


hon Wha it contained in my fourth þ Rev, Pag-111. 
| Cpt nga) F be 


Gi we was 
rants. that the Roat, [. at leaſh tha 


—_ or. Liglere be of. Lge theſe. traiterons Prattzces, Fhe 
of i Gs and loyal Subjects, mopcals 
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Mc. REVISOR, 


by that Nattte f (half chink fie, for want of a 
better, at preſet to call you, You are in the 
b ht, "whiett you fay that the'intent of my Lord 
WINTON, ” bis late Publication of thoſe 
ſeveral Treatifes which had been written by him upon ſe- 
veral octafionscoricerning'the Church of Rowe, and moſt 
of the Dbarines controverted betwixt Her and the 
Church of England, was to wipe off that odiows 4 
(as you call it) which had beeri caſt upon him by the Au- 
. thor of Elzmas the Sorcerer, of his being a Papiſt, or Po- 
piſhly inclin'd. But this was not (as you cunningly inti- 
mate) to avoid any danger, which that Pamphlet might 
have created' him, either in his Civil, or in his Nature! 
Capacity : For he could not = under anyTuch apprehen- 
2 hon, 
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ſion, fince the very worſt of his Enemies, (the very Li- ' 
beller himſelf not excepted) did not, I am confident, be- 
lieve any ſuch thing of him. Only finding in that Book 
two of our Engliſh Biſhops concern'd in a paſſage taken out 
of Mainbourg, and being conſcious to himſelt of his own 
Perſonal integrity, and Zealous ag became him for the Dig- 
nity of his Order, he judged that the beſt way of vindi- 
cating himſelf, and taking off that reproach, would be to 
manifeſt to the world , by Publiſhing thoſe Writings of 
his, what his Tadgarent ever had been all along from firſt 
to laſt. Nor doth he, as you would have it believ'd, 
lay down all thoſe Grounds, upon which this Judgment 
of his is bottom'd; but ſuch only pro hic & aunc, as the 
preſent occaſion, and the matter in hand, and other cir. 
cumftances of his Writing required. For without doubt, 
had his Lordſhip defign'd a complete Syſtem of Controver- 
fe, he . had infinitely much, more to;have faid, and far o- 
ther, and I hope I may have his leave to ſay greater and 
more ſtrenuous Reaſons and Arguments to back that his 
Judgment withal 3 tho' #heſe alſo in their kind and place, 
as to the Occaſions upon which they. were ſeverally writ- 
ten, are ſufficient for the convigion of- any one, who will 
govern himſelf, as a Chriſtian ought to do, by the Aytho- 
rity and Reaſon of Scripture. At leaſt they are ſufficient 
for that which was the only Caxſe and Exd of his publiſh- 
ing them ; which was merely to vindicate himſelf from 
the ſuſpicion of being a Papih, or of having had any hand 
in perverting; her late R. H. (if ſhe were perverted ) in 
her Religion. 

Well, Sir, I muſt needs ſay that you enter the Liſts 
(whatever you may be) like a fair Adverlary : For your 
words are theſe, in the firſt Paragraph of your Preface; 
T wiſh you had been ſo juſt to your ſelf, as to. have kept 
to that Principle, and made good your promiſe in.the reſt 
of your Diſcourſe. I preſume, , ſay you, He (my Ro 
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of Winton ) will not.be offended, that. with the reſpe# due to 
his Quality of Peer of the Realm, theſe Grounds of his be 
reviewed. Theſe words, I muſt acknowledge, do beſpeak 
a Gentleman, and a Religiows Perſon; and no ingenuous 
Reader but would imagine, that the Writer of them laid 
himſelf under an obligation of ſhewing that due reſpe@ 3 
wherein yet God and your own Conſcience knows, and 
all the World may take notice, how far you have been 
from acquitting your ſelf as a Man of Honour, that re- 
gards his Word, ought to have done. So true is it what 
the Italians ſay, A ditto al fatto & gran tratto; Saying and 
Doing aretwo things. Nor do I know how any of your 
Friends can excule that Raillery and rudeneſs, that irre- 
verent, immodeſt , and: intemperate Language, where- 
with you treat this Right Reverend Perſon, and Right 
Honourable too, as Peer of the Realm. I fay I donot ſee 
how they canexcuſe you, unleſs they will fly to that fam'd 
Rule of yours, That Faith is not to be kept with Hereticks, 
nor Good Manners, it ſeems, to be uſed towards them, 
and that Zeal (which is the Fazatick Dodrine and Pra- 
Rice as well as yours) isa very fair plea for the moſt rude 
and uncivil behaviour, Put the caſe now, that you were 
Indicted for Scandalun: Magnatum, as your Book would, 
peradventure, afford matter enovgh for ſuch a Charge 3 
I do believe it might go a little hard with you, and your 
Twelve Godfathers would ſcarce accept of that Plea, that 
the fierceneſs of your Zeal raiſed your Paſſion, and ſharp- 
ned your Expreſſion. This, Sir, is ſaid Ez Paſſant; fer 
ſuch is the Chriſtian Temper of the Good Biſhop, that yow 
are, as to him, in-no danger of the Law, I dare almoſt af- 
ſure you 3 and that all the return he defireth ſhould be 
made to your uncivil trgatment, ſhould be St, Michael's. 
anſwer, as St. Jude hath fct it down, Verſe the gth of his 
Epiltle. As to my fclf, who have taker up the rl. p. 
Cudeels, (it is your own expreſſion) it is a rude 9+ 


ſ{pogt 
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ſport you know, and the Brſbop for his Age and Dignity 
= gs: well excuſed. e that are younger men 
may have a bruſh, and ſhake hands when we have done, 
and be as much Friends or Strengers as ever we were. I 
am not for breaking of Pates or Shins, if 1 can helpir, or 
knocking of Elbows and the like 3 and therefore am pur- 
poſed through all the way- that I am to attend you, to 
maintain as pleaſant a converſation with you as I can, rhat 
I may make my Task as eafie, and my performance as in- 
offenſive as may be. . Togoon then; for we are yer bur 
upon the threſhold. 

Your learned diftinQion of Reviſion and Appeilation yu 
might have. pared; only that you would ſeem ro 
that due reſpe# you fpealkk of, to a Peer of the Realm, in 
giving your Book that Fitle, But as to ſiri& propriety 
of ſpeech, conlideriang how you have managed chis your 
Reviſion, you might as well have called ir an Izquiſttior 
againſt a Heretick, Biſhep, or a Lampoon in profe upon a 
Peer of the Realm : And yet you may be fure the Biſhop 
or Peer, who is the iwjur'd Perſon, will not make his Ap- 
peliation to Rome; That neither the Law of the Land nov 
his. own Conſcience will give him leave to do. 


You ſay He ( the Biſhop ) proteſts he is no Papift, and 1 
think ſo too, ſay you. I do not find any where, that the 
Biſhop in his whole Book proteſts he 1s0o Papiſt: There 
was.no need for his proteſting it. Res ipſa lognityr. His 
Book, it (elf 1s a ſufficient Proteſtation , and' had he not 
writ That, his. whole Life had been enough to- ſatisfe 
the World : and'to ſay no-more , the ſolemn Oaths of 4l- 
legiance and Supremacy, which every good Subje& takes, 
and his Lordſhip hath often taken, are much more than 
Proteftations. But! we will net quarrel. innocent mi- 
ſtakes; eſpecially when they are: back'd' with ſuch ct- 
vility : For you (ay, you think ſo too. . This we muſt own/ 

for 
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for a favour, and ie is the only favour that the Biſhop ex. 
ed or deſired from you, or from any other ,.. .. 
er, It was the main and only Exd, why he zj6y's 
aq thoſe Treatiſes, that the World might «ws Poſt 
convinced that he was no Papiſt. And you, /*** 
Sir, (what thanks ſhall we returg you? ) out of your ſu 
abundant civility, thinking it not enough only to think 
im tobe no Papifi, have for his farther Vindication writ- 
ten. in bis behalf; that is, you'have given an undeniable 
Evidence that he is no Pupoſt; by Writing againſt him for 
his not being one, and treating hm in that manner, as no 
Chriſtian, but a Remeniſt or a/Fanatith,, woulld treat a: 
nother, But Str, what need had you, when the Bibop 
had done the buſineſs himſelt before, to intermeddle, and 
ve your Zfthe trouble of this kind office? This 
Ree-wes z work of Sxpererogation,' not only in 2]: 6. 
one: part of the Undertaking ( as you: your felf ** 
_ _ the whole of it : 4 or what man of buſineſs 
as: Yau you are) would fo impertinently 
kquanger ——_ his ene and mi{pend his little 
kifare fem other imploy ments, as Arm agere, to engage 
in unneceffary imploys, and do over again what has 
dane: already to his hands > But fach 1s the ejafticity and 
ſpringyve/c of ſome mensairy nature and brisk parts, (Fuſe 
your own learned terms) that thelealt preffure, the fmal- 
le& gpprehenſion invigorates them, and fets them on fer- 
mevtation. So much for your C:vility, of which F have 
made:the-lazger acknowledgments, becauſe we are like to. 
meet with no-more'of it, The very next ſtep you make 
s afoul ſtumble, and adear proof of that rrdereſe which. 
rs through alt the veins of alÞ your: folfowing diftour(>. 
| After you had faid that: you think/Hinz to be no Paprſt, 
«wiſh in-the very next: bremh, it were aveaſte to clear 
him of: Calniniſm. Why, man? May not one be no Pupiſt 
and: yet-no Calviniſt neuher 2? Is gheve no wedinnr HR 
the 
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theſe two? Or may not one be a Calvinift and a Papiſt 
too? For what are your Janſeriſts but Calviniſts in Do- 
Qrine? And did not Bradwardine the profound, and Ro- 
bert Holcot, our own Countrymen, beſides ſeveral others 
of your Schoolmen , hold muchwhat the ſame Opinion as 
Calvin did in the DoQrine of Decrees, and ſay as much up- 
oN it as ever he did 2 Beſides you are miſtaken in the no- 
tion of Calviniſm, I perceive, as the Biſhap himſelf, had 
' you read his Vindication againſt Mr. Baxter , 
= —_ would have informed you ; where he tells _ 
on again that Calviniſe is not the DoQrine which Calvin 
Mr. Bax- taught; forthat was own'd by St, Ang»ſtine, and 
212." ſeveral others, long before Ca/vix was born ; but 
that Novel Diſcipline and Presbyterial Govern- 
ment without Biſhops, which was ſet up by Calvin, and 
had never been pracis'd, or countenanc'd, or thought of 
in the World for. 1500 years after Chriſt till. Calvin's time: 
And I think his Lordſhip hath'given a clear and fatisfafto- 
Ty account of himſelf, in his Preface to theſe Treatifes 
(which yon pretend to review) as a man could give, that 
he hath been, andis ſtill as far from being. a Calviniſt in 

this ſence, as he Ever was, and is from being a Papiſt. - - 
But how, doth it appear that he is a Calviniſt int any 
ſence? Why ! Pag. 12. of that Preface he owns, you ſay, 
That he had been /aſpeFed + But I hope Suſpicion Joth not 
prove a Guilt; nor do my young eyes read in that Page, 
that he owns any ſuch thing.: You might perhaps read 
with ſome ſort of Speftacles, that might diſguiſe the Print. 
- He faith indeed this, that There is one that ſaith it, and 
ſaith it in Print, aud, faith the Biſhop, I preſume wil ſtand 
by it ( becauſe he owns himſelf to be the Author of it, mean- 
ing __ the Sorcerer, by ſetting his Name to it ) that 1 
diſeniſe my being a Papiſt in my beart, by ſeeming a rigid 
Calviniſt by profeſſion, What is the ſingle malicious ſug- 
$ejtion of a pauliry Pamphleteer , to prove that which 
| you 
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you would have to be thought a common ſuſpicion ? Bur 
ou have a better help at maw. You would prove it from 
imſaf: For you ſay, He ſeems inclined, when he ſay: that 
God by miracles promoted the Idolatrows Worſhip of the Pi- 
Fnres, and Relicks of Seints. I do confeſs ſhould any one 
ſay ſo, without any limitation or diſtintion, as if God 
ſhould deſignedly promote Idalatrous Worſhip, it would 
have been > 6s laying, and next door to Blaſphemy ; 
but yet I don't fee any force it has to prove the Charge, 
that he that ſhould fay ſo, would therefore be a Calviniſs. 
Whyl this is you think 3 reality ro meke God the Author 
of Sim : What then > Doth Calvin make him fo ? Doth 
he ever in expreſs terms (ay any ſuch thing ? Not in any 
of his —_—_— ever I could hear of. 4s Blaſphemy, 
you ſay, you dorr's believe the Church of England will own ; 
(thank you for that) though it be, you lay, « choice Flower 
ix Calvin's Gerdex. And what is the meaning of this, but 
to make the Biſhop odious to the Church of Eng/and-mer, 
by that plauſible ſaying , that you do not believe the 
Church of Exglaxd will own ſuch a Blaſphemy, as you 
would have it believed you do by fair conſequence draw 
from an afſertion: of his, and ſo making him a Calviriſt ? 
Though that which you call a Flower, is indeed an abomi- 
nable Weed, which was never planted by Calvin himſelf, 
but by forc'd conſequences (as you witty men are nevar 
wanting at ſuch tage) has been impos'd upon him. Sup- 
poſing then that the Biſbop did ſay as you have made him 
here to ſay, that God by miracles promoted Idolatrows Wore 
foip, he doth not fay, or at leaſt doth not mean, that 
God wrought thoſe Miracles to that end ; but that thoſe 
Miracles were per accidens, beſide Gods intention, and 
yet by his permiſſion, through the craft of the Devil, and 
the ignorance or wickedneſs of men, they were, I ſay, 
and were ſo by God permitted to be, the occaſions of pro- 
moting Idolatry. And what is = to the making of _ 
the 
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the Author of Sin, any more'than thoſe Thefts, Murders, 
Adulteries, and otherfins, which are daily committed by 
men and permitted by God? But what if after-all this, 
the Biſhop did not ſay what you have: reported him to 
have ſaid? For it is in the Latiz part whence theſe words 
are quoted, pag. 22, 23- [I ſhall, for the Readers ſatis- 
faction, to ſhew him what fair play we are to expe&t 
from ſuch Gameſters, ſet down the Biſhops ſence'in his 
own words at large, only rendring them into Exgliſo. Ha- 
ving ſpoken of the Heathen Worſhip of Demons before 
Chriſtianity, he goeth on thus. - Bu, ſaith he, after that 
upon the riſing of the Sun of our Righteouſneſs,” theſe ſhades of 
Dzmons or Devils began to diſappear and vaniſh ont of ſight, 
and the _ High God began to be known after a truer man- 
xer, and to be worſhipt after a more holy manner, by moſt People 


of the World, than ever he had beex before, upon the diſcove- 
xy of that alone Mediator betwixt God and man, viz. Chriſt, 


who is God and Man; then the old crafty Broker (meaning 
the Devil) laying the Serpent aſide for a time, put on the Ly- 
91, and turning himſelf from Craft to Rage, thoſe whom hi 
ſaw to remain of the Dzmon-worſhippers, be ſtirred up with 
fword and fire to perſecute the true Servants. of the One God, 
and the One Mediator, that they might not be at all,, who 
would be no longer his ( at his Devotion.) But when'in 
proceſs of time, this courſe had not that ſucceſs as he would 
have had it, but be ſaw that the Blood of the Martyrs was 
the Seed of the Church, be again turned about to his old tricks 
and 'ways of cheat, and when he took notice that at the Re- 
licks of Martyrs, People ſaid their Prazers and built Orato- 
ries (or Chappels and Churches,) and that ſometimes Mira- 
cles alſo were ſhewn by God at ſuch places 3; he bethought hins- 
felf how he might out of that wery Blood of the Martyrs, 
which had beem the Seed of the Church, make a Harveſt for 
bis own advantage , and the uſe of his Synagoene, which he 
 koped he ſhould have in the very Church of God. a 
| Dat 


| 
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that be might with the more eaſe abuſe the unwary ſimplicity 
of piows minds , be procured firſt that thoſe Orizons and 
rayers which were made at the Memories of the Martyrs, 
might be believed to be more acceptable to God, than if they 
had been made any where elſe. Afterward, when any thing 
that was conſiderable, and beyond the hope and expeflation of 
thoſe people that prayed at ſuch places, was obtained by Pray- 
er, then that Enemy of Mankind procured alſo, that that be- 
nefit, whatever it were, ſhould be imputed and aſcribed nt 
wholly to God, but in ſome part to the Martyr, or 'at - to 
the Martyrs favour and merits which he bad with God. 
And that he might the deeper faſten and root ſuch a perſwaſion 
in the Minds of men, he did either by falſe Miracles in thoſe 
places, feigned by himſelf, or even by true ones wrought by 
God, but to another. end and purpoſe , though by him (the 
Devil) wreſted to other intent than God meant them; he 
did, I fay, ſo cheriſh and improve this natural propenſion and 
forwardneſs of. men to Superſtition , that they who at firſt were 
wont to call upon God alone at the memories of the Martyrs, 
did at length addreſs their Prayers to the Martyrs themſelves, 
05 thoſe without whoſe aid and ſuffrage they did believe no- 
thing could be obtained at Gods hends. Now in as much as 
all Confeſſors are Martyrs in voto, in vow and reſolution, and 
all that are truly Saints are, either in a&# or in vow, Confeſ- 
ſors, and v4 this means the caſe js the ſame as to all deceaſed 
perſons, who by the Judgment of the Church are to paſs for 
Saints, and the account of Angels ſtands yet upon a nnch bet- 
ter foot ;, thereupon it was that the Invocation both of Angels 
and of all Saints, did at length obtain and grew into faſhion 
and cuſtom. And thus the Ancient Dzmon-worſhip of both 
kinds uſed amongſt the Gentiles, was under other Names, viz. 
of Angels and Saints, but under the ſame pretence of bumility, 
"ne and entertain'd by the — ians, or rather by Anti- 
chriſt obtruded and impos'd upon Chriſtians. This is a true 
and faithful account of the Biſhops ſence, word for word, 
D 2 as 


10 The Revifton Reviſed. 
as near as I could give it, as the Reader hamſelf may ſee, 
by comparing 3 where he doth plainly and expreſly affirm 
that thoſe true Miracles which were wrought at the Me- 
mories of the Martyrs, were indeed wrought by God, 
but i» alium finer, to another end than to promote Ido- 
latry 5 however by the Devil were aliorjan detorta, 
wreſted and applyed to All , and to another end 
than God defigned they ow let the Reader judge be- 
o__ the Bi _ to" _ _ —_ W. 
whether you have faitly 7 y, that God 
by Miracles promoted the Idolatrow Worſhip of the Piltures, 
and Reliques of Saints, and thus, in reglity, k- you lay) 
to make (od the Author of Siz : Whereas the Biſhop only 
ſhews,and gives a very probable account, which may alſo, 
I preſume, be confirmed by Ecclefiaftical Hiſtory, how the 
Demon-worſbip , which had been ifed among(t 'the 
Heathens, was by degrees mm time, through the craft and 
cunning of the Devil, brought into the Chriſtian Church, 
and whence the Iruocetion of Sarts anti Angels had its rife. 
But to do My Lord, and Tex, and the Reader a greater 
Juſtice, it will not be.amils totake notice of the paſſage, 
as you have curtail'd and alter'd it inthe 97, and 98 

ges of your Latin, where you wo 
words of Dr. Morley. Thus you fer them-down : Mfver 


bat he riſng. of the Sum of R/ b aces 
of Cs ph, + Frm mangy hr ſb out Thets ard 
the Moſt High God began to be worſhipped after a move holy 


warner, upox the diſcovery of the owly Meadiapor between him 
and ar, the Devil vs +4 Lyon, end flirr d up bis Wore 
ſhippers with Sword and Fire to prrſecnte the ts of 
(od. But when thereupon he percetved the number of be- 
trevers, or the faithful to be imereaſed, in #s much as the blood 
of Chrifi ians.proved: to be the ſeed of the Church ; be turning 
hrmeſelf to his old tricks of cheat , bethonght himſclf how be 
' might make a Harveſt for himſelf therefrom , by perſwadirg 


lh mple 
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ſimple perſons, that the Prayers which were made it the Me- 
mories of the Martyrs, were more acceptable to God : Which 
opinion the Miracles there done did promote. From whence 
by degrees it was brought about, that Martyrs, and afterward 
Conteſlors, were tted as Mediators betwixt God and 
men. This is your recital, which with what fidelity and 
fincerity you have done, I leave to the candid Reader 
to judg; in that you have left out the Biſhop's diſtinion, 
and in other parts of the pa have not kept exatly 
to the Text, But your own defcant which you have 
made upon the Bifhep, will excufe me from'making that 
refietion I might you : For your anſwer to this is, 
T do not wonder , you, that you being one of Calvin's 
Diſciples, ſhould ſay that God by Miracles promoted an opi- 
xion, which the bad in the minds of Men, (a 
thing which the Biſbop is- fo far from ſaying, that he ut- 
—_ itz _ it -, you wy _ bin, and 

clays it) when, ſay you, er 
foe that God is the Anthor of Sin. If Celviz doth - 
where ſay fo, you ſhould have done well to have made 
good your charge, by naming the place ; but I do chal- 
_ you to ſhew where in any, or all of his Writings, 
he hath ſaid ſo : Ye, fay you, I hope that with all equal 
Judges the Authority of God, for the confirmation of that O- 
pinion, cheriſhing it with Miracles, will be of more force than 
your aſſertion affir ming it 10 have ſprang from the Devil, can 
be for the overthrowine of it. But whence (fay you to the 
Bilhop ) hve you ſuch an meſight into the Devils deſigns ? 
Have you eaten « Buſhel of Salt with him, as the Patriarch of 
your upſtart Refoumation boaſted be had done ? By what Au- 
thority do you fay theſe things £ None. What Witeſ have 
you ? No body but your ſelf. Tou muſt ſow that there has a 
great Familiarity paſt betwixt you and him, that you may 
perſwade us that you are ſo well acquainted with his Intrigues, 
the ſecrets of his Heart ; which if you do nt do, ſcarce any 
Llody 
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body will believe you 5 nor will it be enough for you to inform 
ws that he hath told you theſe things, unleſs over and above, 
90u your ſelf paſs your Word, and be Security for his Truth, 
who @ a Lyer, and the Father of Lyes. This is your Lan- 
guage, and a great deal more of ſuch ſtuff, of the like vi- 
rulent nature, you utter up and down throughout that 
whole Latin Treatiſe, which none but He you mention'd 
laſt could ſuggeſt to you, and no Chriſtian can read with- 
out horror and abhorrence: So that to tranſlate your La- 
tix would be to confute it, and there would need no 
more for the Vindication of the Biſhop, than to expoſe (I 
mean to expound) his Adverſary. But what ſhall we ſay ? 
There is a ſort of Sophiſters, who, ever in the cauſe of 
Religion, for want of better Argumentation and Plea, are 
neither afraid nor aſham'd (and it ſhould ſeem by this one 
inſtance, if there were no more, that your parts lye ſome- 
what that way) to make Lying their Logick, and Railing 
their Rhetorick : For doth it not now appear to any in- 
different, unprejudic'd Reader , to be a groſs Untruth, 
which you charge the Biſhop with, that he ſhould ſay that 
God by Miracles promoted the Idolatrows Worſhip of the Pi- 
Gures, and Relicks of Saints ; when he ſays no ſuch thing, 
nor any thing like it, nay expreſly affirms the contrary, 
that the true Miracles which were wrought at the Memo. 
ries of the Martyrs, were intended by God to another end, 
but the Devil took advantage of them to other purpoſe 
than God deſign'd them, And what is Railery, if this be 
not in the higheſt? I mean your Anſwer to what you ſay 
(though untruly ſay it) the Biſhop ſaid, which no rational 
modeſt man can conclude to be other than a diſingenuous 
(another man that were as Zealous as you, would ſay a 
Diabolical) gloſs upon an innocent Text. I have inſiſted 
the longer upon this Inſtance, becauſe you have pleaſed 
to place this calumny of Calviniſm in the very Front of 
your Preface, and it is that which ( as I noted before ) 
Eno makes 
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makes up a very conliderable part in your Latiz Treatiſe. 
Yet we are beholden to you, that you ſay you don't be- 
lieve. the Church of England (as bad as it is you mean ) 
would own the Blaſphemy of making God the Author of Sin, 
though it be a choice Flower in Calvin's Garden. But what 
will you ſay, if as there are ſame in the Church of Rome 
( as I have already told you there are, and: bave been ) 
ſo in the Church of Exgland alſo, as by Law eſtabliſht, 
(for we own no other Church of Exgland than ſuch ) there 
are likewiſe ſome yn and learned Perſons, that are in 
their Judgment Calviniſts, that is, of the ſame opinion as 
Calvin was concerning Gods Decrees : Certainly thoſe pi- 
ous and learned Perſons, on the one fide and the other, 
will abſolutely deny, and utterly abhor, that helliſh con- 
ſequence, that therefore God is the-Author of Sin. It is 
true, that our Church of Exgland hath uſed that modera- 
tion and prudence, in thole Articles of Religion that con- 
cern Predeſtination (which it had been happy for you, and 
-perhaps for all Chriſtendom, had your Fathers of Trent 
uſed the like) that ſhe hath not interpoſed her Authority 
to determine one way or other, but hath left it free for 
her Sons and Children to follow their own judgment, pro- 
vided they modeſtly make uſe of that freedom, and do 
not by difference of opinion, and an il-temper'd Zeal for 
the maintaining of their own Sentiments, divide the Uni- 
ty, and diſturb the Peace of the Church. 


I have done with this buſineſs of Calviziſz: once for all, 
and I deſerve your-and the Readers pardon for my being 
thus tedious now, becauſe though you will give me fre- 
quent occaſion as I go along, yet I will take no farther 
notice, nor make any more mention of it. You are now 
fetching a large Jump tothe very bottom and yjq,,,,, 
end of the Biſhop's Preface, where he doth de- Preface, p. 
claze and proteſs himſelf to be A true Sor of the ve | 

| k7C 


14 The Reviſion Reviſed. 
Charch of England , 4s it 5s eftabliſhed by Law, « Loyal, 
Faithful , og Obedient Subje# to the King , « ha? of 
Schiſm #x the Church, and Faction iz the State. Yau do 
believe the Biſhop in this his Declaration, nay and you judg 
us favourably of the greateſt part of his rank : Mr. Reviſor, 
This is extraordinary from you, for it is civil ; But the 
ill luck on't is, you never are ſo without adeſign of bein 
otherwiſe, and you doas Phyſicians are wont to do, guild 
over your bitter Pills that they may go down the better, 
I uſe this expreſſion the rather, becauſe turning over the - 
leaf, I find you ſetting up for a State-Empirick - You ſay 
that you believe that He awd the other Biſhops ( that is, 
thoſe of thetm whom you have that favourable opinion 
for) will oppoſe to their power Schiſm in the Church, and 
FaFion in the State ; yet you think all their endeavours will ' 
be inefſtFnual. Why > What is the matter? Here you de. 
liver your Judgment like a DoCtor : For, ſay you, in 
ſome Natural Bodies there # a defeft, which mangre all care 
Phyſicians, cnts the Thread of Life before it be ſpun to ito 


of 
ordinary ng 5 ſo in ſome Bodies Politick, that of the En- 


gliſh Proteſtant Church iz particular. What 2 Then Dr. 
you give us-up for loſt? Nay Sir, if you have given us 
over, our condition, it ſeems, is deſperate. What great 
pity it is, that at theReſtitution 'of the King and Church, 
we had not you in conſultation? But ſpeak truly Sir, Do 
you tell us our danger out of kindnels, and a deſire that 
we may prevent and recover? Or do yon do it to inſult 
and triumph over us ? I fute, that's your tneaning. A 
man of your parts could not be content to encounter a 
fingle Bi// op : the whole Engliſh Proteſtant Church is Quarry 
hiztle enough for ſuch a high Flyer. I confeſs, Mr. Revi- 
for , when I firſt read this digreſſion of yours, whercin 
you ſtrike at our Church, Root and Branch, and truly I 
think by conſequence the State too ; I was amazed at 
your He&oring Confidence , that according to the Pro 

verb, 
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verb. Capra tondumpeperit, &* bedus ludit in teFo; Before 
the Dam'bad yean'd the frisking Kid ſhould be got on the 
topof the-houſe.; You ſay indeed in your Title Paye, that 

our: Book was printed Permriſſu Superiorum. 1. will not 
{tand toqueſtionthe Authority and diſctetion of your Sx- 
periours, that gave! you leave 'to Print 3' but I do veri- 
ly believe ,' that 'if- you -had ask'd the advice of your 
Friends, as well as the leave of your Szperiors , you 
would got have publiſhed this paſſage at leaſt. For 
here, for five Pages together; you bring in a+ bulineſs, 
that is. utterly forreign and, jwpertzaerit to your underta- 
king , and fall-foul upon the whole corftitution of the 
Church, .whillt you pretend; only.to have to do with a 
fingle Dr. of it, as you make him, .. For ſo you ſay that 
conſidering the conſtitution. of the; Proteſtant Churth, :( that 
Figs ; Engliſh Proteſtant Chyreb jr particular ) and the qia- 
ifications of its Clergy, all endeavours that can be uſed will be 
inefſe@ual toprevent either Schifm j# the Church, or Faction 
in the State; If ſo, then farewel Eng/#h Government i 
then old Exgland, thou muſt, goito-Potz ' thy fate hke 
Atropos ſtands ready taicut thy vital threads. ©» However 
Mr. Reviſor, though your; Patient be deſperite,: you ate 
not to go-withoue your Fee, .-I-perceive, if we mean to 
be ſafe we muſt alter our ye Ay but that is not e- 
very bodies bufineſs todo.” Why did you not addreſs your 
advice, to the King and\Cewneil,, on: to a'\ Parliament 4 it 
is properly their bulineſs.to, look after the publick-: I: ſup« 
poſe you areſo well acquainted with the Erg/; Laws as 
to know what a Premynire means; and 1. believe being a 
Scholar, as, you are, -yon haveread that it, was-an order a- 
mong the Locrians (ktoke it } that whoſoevercame to pro« 
poſe-the repealing of an; old Law; os:c0»ſlitution, andube 
ſetting upof azewone,. wasto do it.with-the ceremony of 
a rope about his neck; ' and' you have heard, I do not 
queſtion, how lately in Scotlard, by his'R,- H's condutt 
E « ? Law 
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a Law hath been made and. a Teft provided to Teeute the 
overnment both of Chareh and $yate there in that King- 
om; And that his R. H. will be as ready to give his 

conſent and affiſtance for making the like and Teft 

. here in England for onr ſecurity alſo; the Biſhop 

aiſhops himſelf, in that Book of his | before comtnended 

eainf Mr. to you againſt Mr, Baxter, tells us that he doth 

Pexter, f- verily believe, and ſaith that all reaſonable men 

: have reaſon to believe he will. All this put to- 
gether, makes me in great probability believe, that you 
id not publiſh this.impertinence of five Pages, (wherein 
you pretend at once to overthtow the Chrrch and State 
of England ) adviſedly, that is, by the advice of yout 

Friends, and that none of your Friends will think they 

have reaſon to thank you for your pains, Whatever the 

thing is, though it doth- not ſtand upon advice, it is treſ- 
ſe'd up with eight Reaſons : And why but eight > Why 
not nineteen ? Why not at leaſt teh; as yout Brother 

Campian had before you ? I will have the patience for 

once to go along with you and attend your Reaſons, 

which if I do ſhew eithet to be falſe, or alike to affet the 

Church of Roxe, as you fay they do the Church of Ex- 

gland, will, I ſuppoſe, appear to be h6 Reaſons, 


Your f#ſt Reaſon is, that Proteſancy is a Schiſms, and 
it i not probable, you ſay, that Gid will give that great 
bleſſing of Erelefraſtical Peace to Sthiſmaticks, who hate and 
oppoſe it. And how. do you! prove it is a Sehiſar 7 Why 
you lay it is a Schi/m, becauſe it # 4 Party ſeparated from the 
whole Catholick Chutch, #h4t #, as you explain your (elf, 
from the whole'Congregation fc iſtiant, of what demon 
ratios ſoever. By the way I thank you for that. There 
are, it ſeems, two forts of Catholick Church; the Romans 
Catholick, Church, and the whole Catholick Church. It it be 
fo, then we are ſafe enough z we ateſure to be of the oe 

or 
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'or the other of them, Tconfefs,. I'do-not think the dj- 
finfion to be Scholafiich, or Proper : For with me, the 
whole Church, that is, the Uarver/a/ Church, and the Ca- 
tholick, Chuck js all ane, whole being but the Engliſh for 
Univerſal, as that is the Latin for Catholick ;, ſo that all 
three words (ignifie the ſame thjng 5 and to ſay the Ro- 
mau«Catholick Church, or the Rowan Catholick, Religion, as 
your people uſually do, doth co me imply a contradiction, 
as mych as to fay a particular Univerſal. But this beivg a 
png men Levy qr ayers your Grace, or unwit- 
tingly, bave aropt to eur advantage, -we ought not to 
| & it, þut to make as much as pets. 7 The 
le Char ob then by your own confeffion, is not bounded 

within the Rexras juriſdiftion, ſo that Proteſtants t 
they are ſeparated from the Rowan -Catholick Church, are 
not therefore ſeparated from the whole Catholick, Church ; 
but do themſelves make 'as conſiderable a part ( if not 
more) of the whole Catholick Church, as the Rowan Ca- 
tholick Church it (elf doth. For itis-plain by your ex- 
preſſion, that you do grant ſome Churches, that are not 
under the Rower: Jurildiftion, to make up the whole Ca- 
tholick Church, by your ſaying Chriſtians of what denoni- 
nation ſoever, As for example , the Abaſfines, Coptiter, 
Armenians , Greeks, Ruſſiavs, &c. and why not then by 
parity of Reaſon, Germans, Switzers, Hungarians, Swedes, 
Danes, French, Dutch, Exglifh, and Scotch Proteſtants ? 
And it is pretty what you ſay of Lsther, Calvin, and Zu- 
zugliws, and 1o of each Patriarch, as you call it, of the 
Reformation z though I know no reaſon you have to tell 
us of them: We had nothing to do with any of them in 
our Reformation, and Habent etatem, they (1 mean thoſe 
Countries and Churches, who followed them ) are old e- 
.nough to anſwer for themſelves. You ſay there was not 
any one ſingle Perſan in the whole world, to whom any of 
them did joyn himſelf ; _ upon this account, each one 
2 Ot 
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of them was a;Srhiferatich,- Wherefore; fay-you again; al 
-mbo, joyned ito them, as; all Proteltohes ak, were Sohilina- 
ticks, 'But hay if all Proteſtants joyn'd to them, 
did not they joynito all Proteſtants #. For joywing is a mu- 
tual reciprocal\ aQtion. | How then could you: fay '\that 
there: was rot anyone ſingle Perſon in the World, 't5 whiom 
.any,one of them'did joyn himſelf, and yet immedintely'af- 
ter ay; that el/. Proteſtants joyned with them,; meatiing, 
as you muſt, the People. .of thoſe. Countries 'you reckon 
up in,your third Reaſon, . to wit, Germany, France, Hiun- 
gary, \Bohemia, Scotland, Swethland, Denmark, the Low- 
Countries, and-Genrva. To return the drgwnitar-tipon you, 
;for it will. and, ag/well-that way; Popery-is a S4h7far;- ard 
thoſe that live jo it live-in, Schiſen, ' It i8'a'$cb3ſzs, 'becarſe 
it is a Party ſeparated from the:whole Catholick Church, that 
is, from all other Chriſtians: of . what denomination ſoever, 
that. js;) from all:that.are not:Papiſes, To read 'the- Rid- 
dle,.. the Fallaep:of this Argument lyeth in this, 'thatthe 


4 of any thing, as itis aCtually ſeparated from: all the 
— parts 5: 10 mY conſidered apart by it ſelf, and ab- 
a 


ſtractively, may be ſaid to be ſeparated from the whole al- 
ſo ; Eſpecially, 1f we take theſe other parts, .to: which that 
part. is, contradiſtinguiſhed-(as _ do) to be-the whole ; 
which 1s very-improper to do; ſince the whole is not made 
up of this or that part, of ſome or many parts, or of all its 
parts ſave one, which ever it be, but of al its parts toge- 
ther, as here in the preſent caſe, 'tisnot the Papiſts alone 
(as ſome of your. Doors have born the world in hand,) 
nor they with ſome'athers, (excluding Proteſtants, as you 
in your way of reaſoning would here do) but 'tis a Chri- 
ftians , Proteſtants and all, that. make up the Catholick 
Church ;, for ſo you have taught us here, that by the whole 
Cat! olick Church, (you might have left out whole, Catho- 
lick, had been enough) is to be underſtood, the Congrega- 
tion of Chriſtians, of what denomination ſoever. 

Your 


c 
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| Your ſecond Reaſon is, that Proteſtants are Hereticks, 
that is, _ of the points which they believe. This is a 
notable deſcription of a Heretick,, from the Greek Etymon 
of the word. Bur Sir, though your Church be i»falible, 
don't you chuſe to believe her? Or do you believe her, 
becauſe you cannot chyſe but believe her ? If fo, for ought 
I ſee, you are your ſelf a Calvinift, by fancying (if you do 
ſo fancy) you were predeſtind to be a Romaniſt, But 
ſurely you and. all Catholicks are as great Hereticks, for 
this reaſon, as you make us'to be : For you have been 
-chuſers of more points which = believe, than we have 
been; and that 1ndeſpight- of Sence, Reaſon, Scripture, 
Fathers, ec. As Tranſubſtantiation, —— the Pope's 
Supremacy, Communion under one kind, Image-worſhip, &c. 
But the truth of it is, theſe two Reaſons of yours are 
looſe in the Hilts : For you ſuppoſe that Hereſie and Schiſns 
are things of themſelves deſtructive to Church and State ; 
and then you take for grant, that Proteſtancy is Hereſte 
and Schiſas. Now we, as we diſavow your Aſſumption, 
having only reform'd from the corruptions of Do@rines, 
and the Superſtitions of Worſhip, which you (till retain in 
your Church; ſo we may with as much probability deny 
your Major Propoſition, as you affirm it. For whereas 
your Reader might have expeQted demonſtration from you, 
you bring in your Concluſion of your firſt Argument with 
this ſoft term, That it is not probable that God will give the” 
Bleſſing of Peace to Schiſmaticks ( and Hereticks ) ſuch as 
you take us to be; though we, notwithſtanding 
your reproaches, are contented with St. Pal, to 4# 25: 
ſerve the God of our Fathers in that way which * 
you call Hereſje, You ſay it is not probable God will give 
Peace to ſuch z that is, you mean it is probable that he will 
not give Peace, or at leaſt not continue it to ſuch. - Now 
to diſprove this, I fay it is evident that God doth give 
Peace, 


20 The Reviſion Reviſed. 

Peace, and as much peace in thoſe which you call Schiſme- 
tical and Heretical Kingdoms and Countries, as he doth in 
the Catbolick Dominions; and it is as probable on the one * 
fide as well as on the other, that he will ſo continne it. 
For do not, have not the Dukes of Brandenburg and S4- 
xoxy, and the Prince Palatine in Germany, and their Sub- 
jets, enjoyed as much Peace at home themſelves, 
as any of the Catbolick Princes and their SubjeRs in Ger- 
»#any have done 2 Do not, have not the two Northern 
Kings of Denmark and Sweedlend liv'd as quietly by one 
another , as ever the Catholick and Moſt Chriſtian Kings 
have done? And why may not they do ſo ftill? So that 
your probability hath ſpoil'd the force, and blunted the 
edge of the ſhrewdeſt and keeneſt Argument you have 
againſt us poor Proteſtants. But this you ſay you have 
more to ſay to in your fifth Reaſon. 


Your third Reaſon is, that Proteſtants are a Cadmean 


brood, that ſprang out of the earth arm'd, and gave trou- 
ble to their Sovereigh Lords in moſt Countries where they 
came : And here you travel over the Mapp, but ſay no- 
thing to the ſe. Do you mean by a Cadmear brood, 
people of a Jeſuited principle? You know the Motto of 
that Society , Cavete wobis Principes, But you ſay the 
Engliſh Proteſtants , though they ſay they are not -con- 
cern'd themſelves, yet approve and appland the Rebellions 
of other Subjects abroad, and that they transform Trai- 
tors into Heroes, and canonize Regicides. Let them anſwer 
for it that do ſo, if any ſuch there be; and if there be 
any ſuch, I muſt aſſure you they are not Proteſtants of the 
Church of England : But who do you mean canonizes 
them ? the Pope in his Kalendar, or Poor Robin in his Al- 
manack? Or what Traitors and Regicides do you mean ? 
Such as James Clement, Ravillack, Garnet, Thomas a Beck- 
et £ Or ſuch as Cromwel, Bradſhaw, Colledg ? For there 

| may 


The Reviſion Reviſed. 21 
thay be made large Liſts on both ſides. But the plain 
trath of it is, that ſuck perſons as thoſe, who defign a- 
gainſt, and attetnpt upon the Perſon and Authotity of 
their lawful Sovereigns 3 let them pretend to be of what 
1 9m they pleaſe, they have certainly no true-ſenſe of 
Religion ; nor is that Religion which owns ſuch Perſons, 
to be accounted in any ſence Chriſtian Religion, that ſhall 
juſtifie Pra@ices ſo contrary to the Principles of Chriſtia- 
nity. 

But are they Proteſtant SubjeFs only that Sovereigns 
ought to have acare of ? and have Catholicks never learn'd 
to Rebel, and that upon the ſcore of Religion too? What 
meant then the Holy League in France, carried on by the 
Griſes , which was the very pattern and ſpawn of our 
traiterous League and Covenant, and of the late helliſh Aſ- 
ry ag ? You reckon up a great many Conmtries here, 

ut do not ſo much as give us the leaſt intimation of any 
News from thence 3 and therefore till your next Pacquet 
come, you are not to expet any farther anſwer. | 


In your foxrrth you commend the Authority of the Ca- 
tholick Clergy, which, you lays conſiſts of the Pope and 
Biſhop# : What's become of the Cardinals, Prieſts Regular 
_ ecular, = &- fe for: jou fmt b _ ſay this 
Anthority was e , ſett the Apoſiles, 
8&c. bar” you produce no forte at all for your 5/7 
ing : Fort where do you find that Chriſt of his Apoſtles 
ever ſpake or thought of a Pope, unleſs it be in that place 
where there is mention of one, who. in the Houſe of God 
ſhould advance —— above every thing that is called God. 
This doth not fab >, or fettle him, or give bim a right 
to his Pontifical Throne and Triple Crown, but only foretels 
his VUſarpation over all Princes and Sovereigns , who. in 
Scripture-ſtyle are called Gods. Well ! bur if the Au- 
thority of the Pope and his Biſhops were — y! 
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Chriſt, and ſettled by the Apoſiles 3 why may not the like 
be ſaid of our, Engliſh Biſhops too ? Since (if a Pope be the 
buſineſs) our Arch- Biſhop has been ſtyled formerly, Alte- 
ries Orbis Papa. No, that muſt not be; for we want, 
you fay, Canonical Ordination. This, I warrant you, is 
the ſtory of the Naggs-Head Tavern, which has been fo 
fully anſwered and baffled by Biſhop Bramhal and others, 
that I wonder people are not aſhamed to ſerve up ſuch 
cold Cabbage, as you call it, to the Readers. In the cloſe 
you ſeem to encourage our Diſſexters to think, that they 
have the ſame right and advantage again{t the Church of 
England, as the Peſt Reformers had againſt the Church of 
Rome.: The caſe is not at all alike, but quite different be- 
twixt Them and Us, from what i was betwixt Us, that 
is, our firſt Reſormers and Ton -. For the Reformation was * 
made by the Authority of the Nation, by the Advice of 
Parliament , and by the Conſent and Authority of the 
King, whom we do and ever ſhall own to be Supreme 
within theſe his Kingdoms, ix all Cauſes and oner all Per- 
ſons , as well Eccleſiaſtical as Civil, Our firſt Reformers 
therefore had the Laws and the Government on their 
fide: For it was the K7ng himſelf and his Peers, the Lords 
Spiritual and Temporal, with the Commons of the Realm, 
that were thoſe Reformers. But our Diſſenters have the 
Laws againſt chem, and muſt put a force upon the Go- 
vernment , ſhould they go about to Reform; ſo that an 
attempt of Reformation on their hand, - ating without and 
againſt Authority, is-no better than Rebelion and Treaſon. 
And for this reaſon it 1s' alſo, that Popiſh Prieſts for per- 
verting, or (as the Law calls it) reconciling the Kings Sub- 
Jes to the Church of Rome, (and ſo bringing them under 
a foreign, Juriſdidion, tothe. prejudice of the Kings Su. 
prernacy) are made Traztors by: our Law, .as;you know 
well enough from others Examples. . | 


Your 
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Your fifih Reaſon is anſwer'd by what I aid laſt to your 
fourth : For here you ſay, that in: our Reformation we 
threw off Tradition, gave new interpretations to.Scripture, 
aboliſh'd ſeveral of the Ceremonies, repeal'd and chang'd 
ſeveral of the SE Laws. And why pray ſhould 
it not be ſo? For how could it have been a Reformation 
elſe de faFo, without ſuch a change ? And why might it 
not' be ſo de jure, fince it was done with the publick Au- 
thority of the whole Nation 2 But you'l ſay , Why 
may not people at this rate reform on (till and never 
have done changing, till they have ſpoiled all? Let them 
in the name of God. reform on, ſay I, if they proceed ac- 
cording to due courſe of Law, and a& with Authority 
for as to What, and How, and How far things are to be 
reformed, ſuch as you and I are, muſt leave it to the wil- 
dom and pleaſure of our Governors. 


Your /ixth Reaſon is much of the ſame ſtamp, that we 
may upon the ſame account, lay aſide all Do@rines, all 
Ceremonies, all Canons of the Church, as we have reje&ted 
ſome. And here you learnedly give us a Bedrole of He- 
reticks, and conclude that our Keformers were Abaddons, 
deſtroyers, and not Builders, and that the Principles of 
Proteſtency are inconſiſtent with any ſettled form of Faith, 
or Church-CGovernment ; and that there is #0 probability of 
ſettlement, unleſs we renounce our Schiſm and Hereſie, and 
the Antient Catholick and Apoſtolick Faith and Governmer.t 
be reſtored. Mr. Reviſor, all this while you never conſfi- 
der that our Reformers went to work with mature delibe- 
ration and advice, and ated and ſettled things by Antho- 
rity, and that we own our Kizg, from whom our Church 
receiveth her whole Juriſd:ion, the Supreme in matters 
of Religion, as well as of State. And this was formerly 
acknowledged by your ſelves, though afterwards you 
did uſurp upon the rights of the Crown, and that in Tem- 
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porals too as well .as Spiritnzls. ' I fay there was a time, 
when the Pope was more madelt ia his pretenſians:; As 
when Pope Elenrherims (long before Pope Gregory, that 
nt his Miſſionaries bither) writ to King Lxcy, the firft 
Chriftian King we read of, in anſwer ts a Letter he had 
recewed from him. He doth not take upon him, or chal- 
lenge to himſelf any Jwriſai#ion at all over the Britiſb 
King, though m-Spirituals, but leaves the whole buſineſs 
of ferling the Church, and the affairs of Religion, to the 
King and his Council 5 _ _—_ _—_ yonnys a 
ighty complement now tor any Pope to lay to any King! 
FA, e M4 > are og in terris veſtris * Ton are Gods hs 
or Vroegerent, in your Territories : Wherefore that foolifh 
pretence that the Church of England is d ent upon, 
and ought to be ſubject to [the 'Church of Rowe, as the 
Mother Church, and that, fosfooth, becauſe Pope Gre- 
gory ſent Auguſtine, that infolent Monk, to plant and ſet- 
tle Chriftian 'Rehgion hve: That pretence, 1 _—_— 
to the:ground (of it felt; Far we :had Chriftianity there a- 
{t us long before, and that asis:{uppoſed (tor fo Tra- 
didiow and Church-Hiftory too hath informed us) planted 
by the Ypoſiles, or Apoſiolical men, which were other 
kind of Miſſzoraries than:thoſe 'of Rome, and afterwards 
(as we'faw a little before) the Pope hnanfelf in his reſcript, 
-own'd the Supremacy of King Lucy; and at laſt when the 
equivocal St. Arguſtize came hither, though he were.re- 
ceived by the Saxons, who had never been Chriſtians be- 
fore, yet the Britiſh Biſhops would not own his:Commil. 
-fion, nor ſubmit to .bis Authority. And our Kings all 
along, ever fince the Conqueſt, have upon occaſion ftrug- 
gled againſt the Papal —_— and did -endeavour 
what they could to ſhake off the Yoke, 'till at laft it was 
effetually done in Henry the Eighth's time, who yethim- 
ie} continued a Papiſt : And m Edward the Sixth's days, 
the.Syperſtition, as well as the Tyraxny of the 'Church of 
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Rome, was aboliſh'd, and the Antiext Catholick and Apo- 
ſtolical Faith and Governmeny, as you feem to wiſh, was 
reſtored, and has been from time to time, by ſeveral 
wholelom Laws, which we call A&s of Parliament, been 
eſtabliſhed, and may by Gods bleſſing (I doubt not, not- 
withſta all your endeavours to the contrary ) if 
thoſe Laws be duly put inexecution, be continued to us, 
and to our Poſterities for many Generations, Hjc Rhodwe, 
hic ſalts. All your Reaſexs are but ſhams : This is the 
true reaſon of our Churches being at any time in danger, 
that the Laws are not daly executed, and that Popiſh 
Priefss, and their Diſciples and Imps, the Famatick Teaeb- 
ers, contrary to thofe Laws, and in affront to Govern- 
ment of Szate, as well as Church, do under a pretence of 
Religzon, promote Fafiox by debauching Peoples Con- 
ſciences, and ahenating their affe&ions from the Worſhip 
and Government, as by Law eſtabliſhed. And as long as 
this is done, I ask you your ſelf, what ſecurity we can 
have for Qur peace, either againſt Schiſams in the Church, or 
FaGion in the State, Sic animi mei ſententiam. © 


And this anſwers your ſeverth Reaſon drawn from Ex- 
perience z and truly we have had enough of it. You ſay 
that ſhews us, That it is mmch eaſter to deftroy than to ſettle 
a Government. Not if the Goverwwent keep up to its 
Laws, and keep thoſe Laws in force, which is the thing 
that our Experience hath taught us, wherein our great 
danger lyes. You fay zothing hath been wanting to the 
eſtabliſhment of the Prelatical Church in England : Your 
goodneſs, Sir | you call it Prelatical, that your unwary 
Reader may think it to be Papiſtical;, and yet your quar- 
rel againſt it is, that it is not ſo. I grant you, Nothing 
hath been wanting, not Gods ſpecial Providence and 
Grace; not the*Piety and care of our Princes; not the Au- 
thority and Prudence of our Governors; not the good _ 
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and zeal of all Loyal and well affeged Subje&s; not the 
Life, and Learning of the Proteſtant Clergy ;, not the Laws 
to be ſure; but only, as I told you, the Execution of thoſe 
Laws has ſometimes been wanting. . You call them zhe ſe- 
vereſt Laws imaginable : You and I are not to preſcribe 
to our Governors, what Luws they ſhould make for the 
ſecurity of the Government ; It 1s my opinion and hearty 
ſence, and grateful acknowledgment, (I know not how 
you may ſtand affefted) that God Alnighty hath bleſt us 
Engliſh People with ſuch an eafte{Zovernment, and ſo gra- 
cious a Governor, that no Laws can be ſevere enough to 
ſecure the Conſtitution of the one , or the Perſon of the 
other. However, to make you my Confeflor for once, 
if by the ſevereſt Laws imaginable, you mean (as I ſuppoſe 
you do) the ſangninary Laws againſt Jeſuites, and Prieſts ; 
I could wiſh that abatement of the rigor of them, that 
they might be executed Alamode a Sweedland, that the 
Criminals might only. be deteſtati, and ſo unprieſted. As 
to the Peenniary Mul&s, eſpecially that of Twelve-pexce a 
Sunday upon the common Diſſenters, it is ſo far from being 
a ſeverity, that I believe if it were but put in practice, it 
would, beſides reducing them to their Obedicnce, and 
making them better Subjects, fave them mony at the years 
end, by forcing them. in a gentle way to comply with a 
cheaper way of worſhip, than what they are in by leaving 
the Church : For I am confident, that as Fetereſt is a great 
cauſe of keeping up our diviſions at leaſt, if not of ma- 
king them, ſo it coſts people more to keep from Church, 
that is to go to Conventicles, than it would do to keep 
to their own Church; that is, It 1s more chargeable to 
ſerve God in a wrovg way than in a right. You fay that 
our Church appeared firſs with the plauſible colours q an A- 
poſtolical Reformation : Nay they were true and laſting co- 
lours, but you. mean ſaws doubt plauſible pretences, Alas! 
Reformation is. a word you. cannot endure , that would 
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ſpoil your ' I-fabibility , and Apoſtolical.: perhaps much 
leſs : For what would then become of Pope and Cardinals, 
of Maſf and Purgatory, and irjdeed the whole trade and 
frippery of your Religion? Tet you obſerve (with grief 
and pity, do you not ? ) that our Church for all its advan- 
tages of thoſe plauſible: colours,” and: Royal favour, and the 
ſevereſt Laws imaginable, ere .one Age had paſt, the peccant 
humors bred within her laid her in the duſt, and the Crown 
it ſelf with her, which it was hoped ſte wonld upbold. Sure 
enough thoſe who endeavoured the ſubverſion of Church 
and Crown, did not hope the one would uphold the o- 
ther : But this I will fay to you, and ſpeak it with that 
aſſurance as becomes a Loyal'and Dutiful Subje&. Let 
the Crown uphold the Church of Epgland as it is now by 
Law eſtabliſhed, and the Church will not only, as in duty 
bound upon a moral account, out of a dutiful and affett- * 
onate ſenſe, but alſo even by zatyral conſequence, uphold 
the Crown of England; it being impoſlible that any true 
Son of that Church , ſhould ever turn Rebel or Traitor, 
Thoſe peccant humors in the Church I have already told 
you what they are, the in(inuations of Popiſh Prieſts and 
Fanatick Teachers ; which unleſs the Laws be executed to 
ſuppreſs them, will always be in agitation and give di- 
ſturbance. The ſpring of thoſe Miſchiefs, you ſay is not to 
be ſought any where abroad : No, we are ſenlible enough, 
experience hath taught us we need not ſeek it 3 it cometh 
to us by miſſion , from Father Garnet downward. You 
{ay thoſe miſchiefs riſe from the Reformation it ſelf, and 
are inſeparable from the Proteſtant Church. Right | The 
envy and malice of the Romiſb Party againſt the Reforma- 
tion, and an eſtabliſh'd Church, which is the great bulwark 
againſt Popery, will always keep that party at'work for 
its deſtruction 3 and that ground which they have gotten 
of it in our diviſions, amongſt the SeZaries, hath given 
them great advantage for the effeQting of it : So. that in 
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effe&, the ſum 'of your Reaſorrs is thiss The Proteſtant 
Church, and im particular the Ergiih Proteſians Church, 
ſhall never be free from Fa#ion and Schifſm, if you can 
help itz, I mean if Popiſh Prieſts and Sefaries may have 
their will ;- and conſequently ſhall always be in continual 
danger, and as you hope (for that w-the drift of your 4+ 
enmentation) ſhall onetime or other, very nly. come 
toanend. For as you very well obſerve to our hands, 
ag. 120. The diſeourſe of Religivx is the vr in 
England, and will be fo, till men talk themſetves either ont 
of all Religion, or jnto-a good one, either ito Atheiſm (that 
Is, as you mean, ons of aff Religion) or ints Popery, (that 
is, I ſuppoſe you mean, #894 good owe.) And how goud 
a one that is, or is hkely to be, you tell us in another 
place in your Latin, p. 211. where you wiſh that our 
' Proteſtant Miniſitrs had not rent the Charch with ſo ma- 
ny Schiſms, ec. to the grief of good men, and the ſport 
of the bad, and the Triumph of Devils, to ſee a way laid 
open, by their means, to Libertiniſm and Atheiſm; where 
Libertiniſm is oppoſed to Atheiſm, as Popery and Atheiſas 
are 6ppofed here. | 


Your eighth and Afi Reafon is taken from the Proteftant 
Clergy it ſelf, which it ſeems wants ſome of your mode//ing 
and principling, to prevent Schiſm.m the Church, and Fa- 
Gion in the State, Poor men | what fhall-we do with 
them ? Shall we fend over yearly a parcel of them to Sr. 
Omars and: Dowey, tobe inſtrufted there how to cajole 
people 'to the Worftip of God, and Duty to their King 8 
We have too many ſach abroad already, and that has 
been the- occaſion of thoſe ſevere Laws you complain of, 
that together with your Foreign Inſtxution, you imbibe 
a Vatinian hatred agamft the Engli/b Church, and your Na- 
tive Conntrey, to which all the ſacred tyes of Natere and 
Religion cone would think) ſhould oblige your —_—_ 
Wo an 
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and duties. But what is ttin the Profeflazt Clergy, that 
you find fault with, etther in Lite or Learning 2 Nag vi- 
«60 quid deſpicere poſſet Antonius. To paſs by the hves af 

ur Popes, as Platina has written them wath a witneſs, 
your Jeſaites Morals, and the Lives of your Religians in 
all-Orders, have been notoriqus, and are taken notice of 
by keveral of your own Authors : Not to tell you that 
in the Avgmentation Office, at the dilſolation of the 4b- 
beys, Priories, and Nunneries here in_ England, you will 
find uy and open confeſſions in this kind , under the 
bands of the Monks and Fryars:themielves, in leveral pla- 
ces. But-is it that you are civil, or /isit- the.greatnels af 
your Spirit, that having todo with aÞBi(hop, you ſcorn 
to meddk with the inferior Clergy ? You appeal to expe. * 
rience, and reſerve your Reaſons ## petto, till ſome fre 
ther occaſion be given, Very good Sir, take your own 

time, | 4 

I have beſtowed all this pains upon this one paſſage, be- 
cauſe though it be indeed an impertinence, yet being ſet 
4n the Front of your Preface, and ſeeming by way of ge- 
neral defiance, to decide the whole controverſie at one 
blow; and youlaying ſuch a ftreſs upon it, as.to.back it 
with Eight Reaſons 1 did not think.it convenient ſlightly 
to paſs it by, or give you the apportunity of going out 
of the Ficld with ſuch a bravado, without an anſwer. EF 
had a'thought once to bave brought hither another paſ- 
ſage, much of the ſame nature, 1n;p. 25. where you pre- 
tend to prove that Proteſtants carmot be ſaved ; ſo that 
you are for.deſtroying us in jn both Worlds, But that 
we will leave to its own proper place, as having given the 

Reader trouble enough already. Now to the buſineſ in 

hand. 

And here, as becometh a man of buſineſs to do, you 
treat my Lord of  INTON, ſans ceremony. He mult 
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be called hereafter D. M. what's that ? the Duke of Mox- 
mouth 2 For ſo thoſe two Letters do uſually ſignifie in our 
Engliſh Prints. Oh! 'Tis Dr. Morley: Well, you are a 
civil Gentleman however, that you will allow him any 
Title at all; and when he was abroad in Exile, and when 
he writ ſome of thoſe Treatiſes, he was indeed plain Dr. 
Mzcrley. But my Lord of Wintoz would have been a fit- 
ter ſtyle for a Biſhop, and a Peer of the Realm, as you, at 
firſt ſetting out, owned him to be. -That reſþe@, it ſhould 
ſeem, was but a copy of your countenance, and you 
knew better things than ſo, at'the very time of writing 
that : For you tell us p., 37. of your Reviſor, that he is 
but 'a pretended Right Reverend Biſhop, and p. 65: a pre- 

tended Biſhop; and ſo by your conſequence, I ſuppoſe, 
hath forfeited his Peerage too, that now henceforward 
the moſt civil term you can afford him 1s Mr. DoGor, as 
you call him in ſeveral places. But he 1s never a whit the 
worſe man, call you him what you will; nor the leſs a Bj- 
ſhop, or a Peer of the Realm, for all your calling him a pre- 
zended Biſhop 3 nor yet is his Book e're a whit the more 
anſwered, for your pretending to have made an Anſwer 
to it, | 

You are concern'd that he calls Mainbourg a Jeſuit, 
when he had been diſmiſſed the Society, and was got a- 
mong the Secular Prieſts. And this the Biſhop might, you 
ſay, have informed himſelf out of Mainbourg's own Book, 
and the publick Gazettes, if his Lordſhip had been at lei- 
ſure to read them, or had thought it worth his while 
to have made the Inquiry. Your concern for the Jeſuits 
is not for nothing ; 1 perceive once and again, that you 
have a particular Veneration for that Holy Order : But 
what's the hurt, whether Mainbourg be a Jeſuit, or be'a 
Secular Prieſt ? He was a Jeſuit when he writ that Book: 
Ay, but his S#periors, you ſay, would not Jet him print 


It whilſt he was a Je/vit.. That matters not, it was Main- 
| boure 
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bourg the Jeſuit was the Author of that Book, tho? he had 
not that tavour, as you had, to Print it Permiſſu Siuperis- 
rum. But why are the Fathers ſo ſhy in licenling? For 
I ſee they do permit Books as filly as his could be, and of 
as bad principles and tendences : Why? It was, belike, 
becauſe of that _ in it concerning her R. H. for ſo 
you ſay his Syperiors did not permit it, &zowing how ſacred 
the ſecrets of Princes ought to be. Happy Fathers, that are 
intruſted with the ſecrets of Princes! This is that which 
makes that Order glorious, and gives them advantage for 
ſetting up the Papal Monarchy. And Happy Princes, that 
have the Holy Fathers for your Miniſters of State, and 
keepers of your ſecrets! But what doI? The truth of it 
is, now I ſee you are only captiozs, now you confeſs the 
thing : For by reaſon his Speriors never permitted him to 
print, you ſay that that Paper of his crept about only in 
written copies. That Paper it ſeems was Mainbonrg's the 
Teſuit's, and it crept about whilſt he was a Feſuit : But you 
lay it was ſeen by few: like enough 3 for why ſhould any 
be at the trouble of tranſcribing it ? And of theſe you ſay, - 
(that is, thoſe few that ſaw it) ot many believed it. Right! 
How could there be mavy among a few ? and when there 
were but few that ſaw it, how can we properly ſay that 
wany, or not many of thoſe few believed it, or believed it 
not? And now you ſay that D. M. hath ſpread it : but I 
ſay Mainbourg himſelf ſpread it; for he gave about wris- 
ter copies of 1t whilſt he was a Jeſuit, and after he turn'd 
Secular Prieſt, you ſay he put it in Print ; and ſo you ſay 
by that means he (that is D. M.) has prejudiced bis Mother 
the Church of England. Good natur'd man ! you havethat 
pity for our poor Mother, that I dare ſay if D. M. or any 
one elſe had done fo, you would not only have pardoned 
him, but have commended him for it. What influence 
Her R. H.'s Example may have, it doth not concern me 
to inquire; and what the Biſhop's Judgment is, he himſelf 
has ſufficieatly made known. G Though 
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Though the Fathers were nice in giving way to the 
Printing of Mainbourg's Book, becauſe of that paſſage in 
it about the late Dutcbeſs of York, out of a ſacred regard to 
the ſecrets of Princes ;, yet I ſee you are not at all nice, but 
confident enough, in aſferting and avowing the truth of 
that paſſage, as to matter of Fa#, though it depend only 
upon the Word and Credit of Mainboxrg, one whom the 
very Jeſuits themſelves thought fit ro diſmiſs out of their 
Society 3 ſo little it. ſeems his Credit and Intereſt was a- 
mongſt his own Companions. . And why then ought any 
Reader to credit him in a thing of ſuch concern ? 


You ſay, The Biſhop relates many things in his Preface to 
little purpoſe. It it were ſo, you ought not of all men to 
take notice of it; but certainly he did think they were 
to purpoſe, to his purpoſe at leaſt, to ſhew the world what 
he had been doing, how he liv'd and convers'd, all the 
time of his Exile, and how he had kept himſelf free from 
complying with any of the Popiſh Idolatries and Superſtitions, 
on the one hand, whey be lrved among the Papiſts; or with 
any Novel uſages and pradices, contrary to thoſe of our own 
and the Primitive Church, on the other hand, whilſt he li- 
ved among the Presbyterians; as bimſelf gives the account 
P- 12, of his Preface. And if a Hiſtory were to be furniſh- 
ed out of thoſe Inſtances and Circumſtances (which he 
there mentions) for the writing of his Life, (as you ſcof- 
fingly ſay ;) I ſhould make no queſtion but it would ſhew 
as well as any of your Legendary Saints; nor would the 
Reader meet with ſo many venerable Rattles and Hobby- 
horſes (as you call them) there, as you drefs thoſe Relieious 
Farces with. 


As to what you quote from the Biſhop, out of p. 8, of 
his Preface, where he gives Monſieur Boxchart ſome Rea- 
ſons, why he forbore to come to the Profeſiant Church 
at 
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at Caen in Normandy'; one of which was, becanſe if they - 
did not favour and encourage, yet they did not, at leaft they 
had not hitherto,condenmed or reproved the ſcandalous, and 
rebellious pony of their Pregbyterian Brethren in Eng- 
land, againſt the King and the Church ; which till they ſhould 
do, fays the Biſhop, by ſome publick A# or manifeſtation of 
their Tudgment to the contrary, he could not chuſe but think 
they approved, or at leaſt did not diſlike. Does this imply 
only, as _ ſay, their being idle Spe@ators of that Trage- 
dy 2 Or It deny that they might be A&ors in it, as 
you ſay mary think they were ? For Ido bdieve, and I 
think I have heard as much credibly ſaid, that there were 
Jews, Papiſts, and men of all Religions, and almoſt of all 
Nations, in the Parliament Rebel Army. Though1do 
alſo believe and know, that many worthy Loyal Families 
and Perſons, if fot moſt of the Popi/h Perſwaſion, were 
in Arms all along for the King : So that the proof you 
bring from thoſe wary Engliſh Women, in Geneva, who fol- 
lowed their Husbandsthither at the end of the Wars, is need- 
leſs; and I have that good opinion of you, that if thoſe 
Women had told it you by way of confeſſion, you would 
not have ſpoken of it. What you bring out of Grotizs 
againſt the Doctrine of SubjeFs taking up Arms againſt 
their Kings for Religion, the Biſhop is no way concern'd 
in; nor what opinion Dypleſſis, Beza, or Peter du Mon- 
liz, were of in the Caſe. You ſee the Biſhop's reaſons of 
his forbearance to joyn in Communion with the French 
Proteſtants, had that ſucceſs, that that Learned Prote- 
ſtant Monſieur Boxchart , (in his Anſwer to the Biſhop) 
condemns the taking np of Arms by SubjeQs, againſt their 
Sovereigns, is defence of Religion, or for any other cauſe, 
or upon any other pretence whatſoever. 


Mr. Reviſor, You tell us that you deſigned once to draw 
the matters handled in the Biſhops Treatiſes , into ſome me- 
G 2 thod, 
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thod, which would help to their underſtanding. That would 
have been a favour, but the truth on't is, neither the 
Treatiſes, nor the Reader, I think, need it: For the Bj- 
ſhop's diſcourſe is ſo rational, and ſo expreflive, that it is 
obvious to every underſtanding. But the reaſon wh 
you did not purſue that deſign ſeems wonderful, ret 
ſay you, that would have made my Anſwer leſs ſatisfaGoxy. 
For it is ſtrange, that that which would help a mans un- 
derſtanding, ſhould make him leſs ſatished, Well! But 
you did well to take the eaſier way, to follow your Author as 
he leads you. Hold there ! you are not ſo eafie to be led ; 
frep by ſtep, ſay you ? Nay I will aſſure you, you jump 
and leap as you ſee good in ſeveral places, as I have alrea- 
dy given you an inſtance in this Preface, and may give you 
many more. 

You ſay you have omitted nothing material, and yet im- 
mediately, as if you deſigned knowingly to contradi& 
your ſelf, you ſay that you omit iz your Reviſion, the Let- 
ters of the Regular Prieſt , which I take (with ſubmiſſion 
to better Judgment) to be as material things as any in the 
whole Book. The reaſon you give why you do omit 
them, was, becauſe they do not ground the Judgment of 
D. M. iz: Matters of Religion. No ſure, his Judgment was 
grounded long before 3 but what then ? The ſame Judg- 
ment may by another mans Senſe and Writings be con- 
firm'd : For what do you think was the reaſon why the 
Biſhop publiſhed thoſe Letters, but to ſhew he did in his 
Judgment approve them? You will ſay, What hadI todo 
with a pitiful Prieſt ? My bulineſs lyes ſolely with the B;- 
ſhop : True, but you have not 4 rm your ſelf to the 
Biſhop , by not anſwering thoſe Letters, which though 
written by a Regular Prieſt, yet were deſigned in defence 
and vindication of the Church of England ; and the Biſhop, 
by his publication and approbation of them, made them 
his own. Come! T'l] tell you the true reaſon why _ 
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did not anſwer thoſe Letters : It was becatlfe you could 
z0t ; though truly at that ſhuffling rate as you uſe to an- 
ſwer, I do not (ee why a man of your Parts and confi- 
dence, might not have ventur'd apon the undertaking. 
As for the Biſhop's Letter to Mr. Trigland, you leave 
that out, 4s containing nothing to your purpoſe : Truly had 
you conſulted that reaſon, you would have left out a 
reat deal more ; I mean a great deal of what you have 
one, which is little or nothing to any bodies purpoſe. 
You fay one point there treated is, His Majeſties being a 
Proteſtant ; this is nothing, it ſeems, to your purpoſe; but 
it was highly to His Majeſty's purpoſe, and to the whole 
Nations parpoſe. The other is, the afliſtance of the States 
for His Majeſties Reſtauration : This was to the like pur- 
poſe at that time, when we had no hope, no expeCation 
of His being reſtored, as he was, without Arms. You 
fay this is a buſineſs of Policy, and yon never commenc'd 
' Batchelor in that Faculty; Ay, but on my word, when 
you have a mind to it, when the humour takes you, you 
are an abſolute Door in itz and indeed you are a man 
at every thing, nothing comes amiſs to you, 


Well! For all this gon and controverſie, I ſee we 
ſhall have peace at laſt, and agree well enough : For I 
ſuppoſe your Preface was the laſ thing you writ of your 
Book, and here towards the latter end of your Preface, I 
meet with this hopeful expreſſion : I hope, fay you, at 
leaſt it long bath been, is, and ſhall be my conſtant Prayer 3 
and is and ſhall be mine, ſayI; and is and will be every 
good Chriſtians Prayer I —_ That the God of Peace put 
an end to thoſe contentious puter in the Church. In the 
Name of God, Sir, who bid you begin them 2? For the 
Biſhop gave you no provocation, nor did he deſign any 
thing of Controverſiez but only Printed what he thought 
was necellary for his own Vindication, from the —_ 
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of Elymas Fe Sorcerer , upon the intimation of Main- 
bourg the Jeſuit. You hope, you ſay, that we may all come 
#0 compoſe but one Sheepfold ( in the Roman-Catholick, 
Church, or in the whole Catholick, Church, do you mean? ) 
awnder one Shepherd, ( the Pope you mean I ſuppoſe) but, 
under Chriſt and his Vicegerent, I joyn with you, 


If you had left out Father Creſy's concern , as you 
thought once to have done, you had ſaved your Reader 
ſome patience, and your ſelf ſome trouble in Writing, and 
charge in Printing, and I think bave loſt no honour 1n the 
omiſſion. Tt is pity that ſecond thoughts ſhould not always 
prove the wiſer, but your Zeal to his holy Order, more 
than your Friendſhip to his Perſon, I ſuppoſe, muſt-be 
your excuſe : Though that which you call too fevere 4 
charge on him, will be found to be a juſt one, and thoſe 
Refie@ions upon his whole holy Order, are for ſuch praftices 
as are common and uſual with all your holy Orders. 


You ſay, that for the Readers eaſe, you have ſet down 
the Dr.'s own words, commonly at large, at leaſt their full 
ſence : How you do that we have a notable Specimen at 
the very firſt daſh, where you charge him with Calviniſm, 
but prove it neither by his own words at large, much leſs 
in their full ſence, You wipe your mouth however, and 
with great demureneſs ſay, that Truth is pretended to on 
both ſides, bxt only one ſide ( that's your fide ſure ) con. 
tends for it ſincerely, the other (that's the Biſhop's fide no 
doubt) oppoſes it with a# his power. But yet ſee how brim- 
full of thoughts of Peace you are! God grant to al, you 
lay, a ſincere love of Peace and Church-union 5 and ther 
all theſe diſputes will ceaſe. This is a wiſh, that all Relj- 
gions will zoyn with you in: For the meaning on't is, as 
gou lay it, Let us all be Papiſts; as the Turk would fay it, 
Let us all be Mahumetans ; and ſo in apy Religion whatſo- 
ever, 
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ever, let us all turn and be of that Religior, and then all 
is well, the World will be at quiet. But the queſtion is, 
wherein every pious conſcientious Perſon would be fatisfi- 
ed;Which is the True Religion of them all? Which is that Re- 
ligion among them all, wherein I may truly ſerve God, 
and afſuredly ſave my own Soul at the laſt ? That Religi- 
or, Will the ptous Perſon ſay, which bids faireſt to theſe 
purpoſes, ſhalt be mine 3 and that, wherein by the Grace 
of God, I will live and dye. Now whether the Religion 
profeſſed in the Church of Rozxe, or that profeſſed ia the 
Church of Ergland, be the right Religion ; hath been 
the Controverſte , which hath exerciſed ſeveral Writers 
on both fides, ever fince the Reformation ; and God 
knows whether ever 1t will be determin'd whilſt the 
world laſteth. Nevertheleſs I take it to be the. duty of 
every good Chriſtian, as to ſatisfie his own Conſcience in 
particular in his choice and praFice of Religion, ſo to wiſh 
and pray for Peace in general, and to endeavour it by all 
amicable applications and friendly Offices to all men, of 
whatever perſwaſion, according to the great and funda- 
mental Rule of Religion; To do by others, as we would our 
ſelves be done by. But ſtay! finding you in a good humor 
of Praying, I am got to Preaching. One word more to 
your Preface, and I have done. 


In your Poſtſcript you ſeem to pretend to Prophecy or- 
Aſtrology, in tore-telling the Rye-Plot : How was that ? 
Why you ſay that thoſe words in the 111. p. That Fa&:- 
ous Men are Proficients in the Art of promoting Miſchief, 
were written in March laſt, (83.) 

Upon that you ſay, that Tor little dreamed to ſee your 
conjedure confirmed ſo ſoon, in ſuch a notorious manner as 
it was by the Rye-Plot, and Blunderbuſſes. Why Sir, Did 
you know any thing of the Rye-Plot , when you wrote 


thoſe words? If you did, why did not you diſcover it- 
| £0 
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to ſome Juſtice of Peace, or Privy-Connſellor ? If you did 
not, why did you mention it at all? For it is no more 
than if a man ſhould ſay, There are naughty People iz the 
world ; there will continually be Treaſons ſet on foor, 
and Villanies pra&iſed in the world ; and nothing but the 
Gallows will ſtop ſuch wicked people : And then, whcn 
any of them comes to be diſcovered, and puniſhed for 
ſuch things, ſhould cry, Look you now ! did not F ſay ſo, 
that Fatlious Men are Preficients in the Art of promoting 
miſchief 2 And I beſeech God to grant, that all ſuch Plots 
and Cont!ivances of Miſchief, whether by Papiſts or Se- 
@Garies, by all-thoſe that wiſh 111 to the Crows or Church, 
- may ever be diſappointed ; That our King, and Govern- 
ment , both in Church and State, as by Law eſtabliſh'd, 
may ever be preſcrved from ſuch Traiterous Attempts 
and Practices ; and that, as yon word it, the root of all 
theſe Traiterows Prafices ( the hatred of innocent Men and 
Loyal Subjefs, if that be the root, or whatever elle be ſo) 
way ceaſe, and be utterly extirpated out of the Nation : 
By Innocent Men,and Loyal SubjeGs, meaning all thoſe that 
conform to the Government, whether in Church or State, 
as by Law now eſtabliſh'd ; for elſe you know that SeGa- 
ries as well as Papiſts, when they are found out and diſ- 
covered in theſe Traiterous Practices, are apt enough ( if 
we will take their own words) to avow their own [nno- 
cence and Logalty, how ever faulty they may be. 


And thus , Sir, I take leave of your Preface : In the 
reſt of your Review, I ſhall not be ſo curious or unthritty 
of my time, as to catch at every ſhadow that offers it ſelf, 
but ooly inſiſt on thoſe things, (if any there are) that 
are ſomewhat material and 4 propos , to the matter in 
hand, viz. What may more nearly concern the buſineſs 
of Religion, and the Biſhop's Judgment therein : For really 


"as. tO impertinence and needleſs digreſſrons , Cavils, and 
| ſorry 
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ſorry Evaſions ; it is but time miſpent, and the waſting of 
Paper, and tyring the Readers patience : And for railery 
and reproachful Language, from which one would have 
thought D. M. his venerable Age, _ now 86. his dig- 
nity in the Church, being a Biſbop, his honourable Quali- 
ty, being a Peer of the Realm, might have ſecured him. 
I ſhall not henceforward meddle with that, but commend 
to you the reading of that Anſwer, which the Reverend, 
Learned, and truly Pious Dr. Hammond gave to a Brother 
of yours (I ſuppoſe your Friend Arti-Haman) concern- 
ing Calummny and Slander, in a Book of his for the Vindi- 
cation of the Church of. Exgland from Schiſmw. 


H THE 
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| Fhe Conrenrence betwixt Father 
Darcy and Dr. MoxrLter, at 
BruxELs, 1649. 


Aving ths; Mr. Reviſer, attended' you ne by 
ſtep, throughout your'general Preface, an by 
' giving particular Anſwers to every thing whi 
might'deſerve or not deſervEanAnſiver, ſhewn 
the poſſibility of making, the like Returns, to every thing. 
you-ſay in your. Reviffon of the ſeveral Treatiſes ; I'do pre- 
ſume it will not be expeted, by => -or the Reader, that 
I ſhould beſtow the 298 ains all'over, eſpecially ſince I 
dare-make-'my Appeal 'to himand your ſe}f-both, that T 
have made- full oy No icieny cemeReply to thoſe-two Topicke, 
which you:ſcemito. haye i r' Maſter-pieces and 
Arguments of Triumph, by olhclny them purpoſely in the 
Front, to wit, your Tharge of Calviniſm upon the Bifhop, 
andthe impoſſibility of preventing Schifze 11 the Church, 
and' FaGion in' the State, according to the E if Prote- 
ftant Callie And indeed T'gid in that Eflay think: 
my ſelf obliged, as to diſeuſs every particular, fo to ſuit 
my —hey ons ſomewhat to- that -Charadter of Style, 
which is very familiar to you in all parts of your Book : 
But herfteforward T\ſliall not think my abuie, > to do 
the one or'the other, and'only make what ſpeed'E can to 
accompany you in your Gvica Stages, without either 
noiſe or duſt. 
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Fink then, as to the Conference between Father Darcy 
and Dr. Morley at Bruxels, which the Dr. himſelf owns 
was but ſhort, and fays that he gives us but the ſumm of it 
neither; you ſeem to make it a queſtionable thing, whe- 
ther there were ſuch a Conference at all or no; whereas 
you know, that an ordinary Prieſt has had the priviledge 
heretofore to be/ believed upon his Word, and a Peer of 
the Realm, as you have acknowledged the Biſhop to be, 
hath til the ſame Priviledge in any Court, to be believ'd 
upon his Honour : Beſides that, this Narrative of the Bi- 
ſhops is atteſted by another Right Honourable Perſonage, 
the Lord Viſcount Newburg. At leaſt you fay you be- 
lieve, that Father Darcy hath nat been fairly repreſented, 
as a Man. of his Giant-like Ab:lities in Contraverſie,. ought 
to have been; wherefore,no doubt you will ſupply what 
has been wanting in the management of that Diſcousſe, te 
the doing of him Rightg . {ii we 

The chief Argnment againſt: Þifab:bility , you: ſay, to 
prove that your Chutch ca err, is becaule it bath erred ; 
and it isſuch an Argument, as be it in what hand it will, 
"my Lord Faulkland's,, or whoſoever elſe, will be irre- 
fragably true, and-unanſwerable to thei.end of the World. 
For not to mention the Communion. of Infants, which is 
but one fingle inſtance, place the Infalibility where you 
pleaſe, either in the Pope's Chair, or mn a General Conncil, 
or in both, ſeeing.that Pope hath thwarted Pope, and 
one General Council hath, contradicted another, in their 
Decrees. and. Determinations, it muſt inevitably follow, 
that there muſt have been an Error on the one fide or 
the ather, ſince both parts of a ContradiQion. cannot be 
true. 

Further , to: give. you one, other: Argument Bc abun- 
danti, I will not ſay it is not probable, as your way of ar- 
guing is, but it is not poſfible, that that Church can be 
&fallible in its Judgment, which cannot have. a —_— 
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of its own being a Church 3 but where there is no cer- 
tainty of the Sacraments, there can be no certainty of a 
Church; and there can be no certainty of the Sacraments, 
where the VertueWyhe Efficacy of their Adminiſtration 
depends uponthe Intention of the Prieſt who adminiſters 
them, it being impoſhible for any one Man, to know what 
anothers Intention 1s, in any Action, beit never ſo ſerious, 
fince it is a priviledg belonging to God alone to know the 
Hearts of Men. 

From Father Darcy's courteous Reception and his giving 
an 'Account of his Colledg, you take an occaſion ro en- 
large your ſ{c|f upon the Civility and Charity of the Er- 
W's Jeſuits to their Countrymen, as their procuring Bed- 
low's liberty at Valladolid, their faving Dangerfield trom 
the Gallows in the Low-Countries, and their Relieving 
Otes, and that in Eng/and, Spain and Flanders, as long as 
there was any hopes of his Amendment, that is, I ſup- 
poſe, as long as he was true to you, and ſerviceable to- 
you Deſigns. And yet you complain, as you have per- 

psreaſon todo, that this Jeſuitical Kindneſs very often 
meets with a True Proteſtant Gratitnde, that is, it doesnot: 
take its efte, nor anſwer the Fathers ends, to the great 
diſappointment oftheir hope. ThatI confeſs isarare Ex- 
ample of Charity in the Jeſwit, who was content to thruſt 
his Neck into a Halter, as you ſay, to excuſe the Bene- 
dittine from it, by a miſtaken Inditment ; but would not: 
this have been to have died in the Defence of a Lie, as 
well as of his Neighbour, and fo-deſigned in favour of 
the Dodtrin of Equivecation. 

What you ſay of their Novitiate, of their Exerciſes; of 
their Poverty, &c. is not at all to our purpoſez thougl 
F-queſtion not your Informations, as ſuppoling, that it is 
not for nothing that you have that Zeal and Eſteem for 
that Society, of which it ts not ufual for Men of any'other- 
Qcder to ſpeak with that kindneſs as you.do., From _ 
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the Biſhop ſaies upon his having heard an.accountof the 
manner of their Living, Lodging, Diet, &c. that they aro 
things all of them in their ſeveral kinds, for the ſubſtance off 
them very commendable, and worthy the Fmitation; and yet 
his holding the Maſs, which is the chiet Action ot the Je- 
ſuits, you lay to be downright-Idolatry,. that he does, as 
you ſay, condemn the ſame thing in Retail, which he ap. 
proves in Groſ;, you makeit a Contradi@ion, and leave him 
this Bone to pick, It is a Bone that may be-eafily picked, 
and being no ContradiGjon needs no Reconcilement;, for 
there was no mention, either explicite or implicite, made. 
of. the Maſs, among thoſe things which he: owns; to. be 
thus commendable, unleſs you will ſay, that: its included .in 
the Spiritual Hours and Exerciſes, which Words lam cons. - 
- fident, they do not uſe to that. purpoſe, ta:mean the be- 
ing at Maſs ; and it, lies on. your. part-to; prove that they, 
do; beſides, that. you.do not take notice of that Reſtri- 
Qion that is laid upon this Commendation, that. they. are: 
things iz: their ſeveral kinds, forthe ſubſtance of them, very 
commendable ; though he did not, could not approve of 
them in their. Circumſtances and Manners of Performance z; 
As to. give you alike Inſtance, Should:a: Popiſs ora Prote-: 
ſiart be at Conſtantinople, and either,himſelt ablerve, orbe 
told by others, that. the Turks axe a People Civil -in their: 
Converſation, Juſtin their Dealings, Devoutin their Pray- 
ers, and, Conſtant in their. attendance at their Moſques, 
which are the Places af-their. Rublick Worſhip, andthea: 
ſhould ſay, that theſe things,, even in the Mahometars, are 
all of them, in their ſeveral kinds, for the ſubſtance of then, 
very commendable, and worthy the Imitation of. Chriſtians ; 
muſt he therefore be thought to apprave their Alcorar, be- 
cauſe he approves their:Manners.and good Orders ?So that: 
by commending what is. commendable on either hand, we! 
do not Juſtifie the axe or. the, other Religion, nor muſt be? 
thought to approve-the. Alcoran,on the one. hand, = fe 
aſs 
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Maſs onthe other ; ſo that in ſhort, here is tro Contradi®on 
m contending what was to be commended, andin not ap- 
proving what was not to be approved ; in that, though it 
relate tothe ſame perſons, yet it 1s not the ſame thine, which 
is commended and which is 7 
My Lord Andover's Propoſal for 2 I vr and charitable 
Debate betwixt ſome Learned and Moderate Men of both 
Churches towards finding ſome Expedient to compoſe their 
Differences, will not go down with you, he being, you 
doubt, no-competent Judy it the Caſe : and here you de- 
clare at large how unſuc I Conferences are for the com- 
poſure of Diffetences in Religion, and ſet down your Rea- 
fons why they ate fo; upon which you tell us, thar the 
Civil md Canon Law have forbid all Diſputations ; and yet, 
to Juſtifie your own Undertaking I fuppoſe, you ſay, that 
Divine; do hold them, in ſome Cafesnot unlawful, which 
is your way of Shffling, after you have denied a thing, to 
tit; and yet ſtill, you will not accept thoſe two Con- 
itions hinted by that Honorable Perſon, that the Diſpu- 
tants be Learned and Moderate, and that they proceed free- 
ly and charitably, but conclude, the only means to put a 
good end to all Diſputes in Religion is to procure 4 ſincere 
of Peace and. mutual Communion ; and what faiter, 
what likelier way can there be to do that, than what his 
Lordſhip propoſed, to have the things in queſtion freely 
and charitably debated by ſome Learned and Moderate Men? 
It true, yours isa certain way to do the buſineſs, if all 
Men could or would be of one Mind; but when or how is 
this likely to be effeted? You go on to ſay, that the 
Proteſtants are the greateſt of Hereticksz which has been 
anſwered before. You tell us, that all Spiritual and Tem- 
poral JuriſdiGion 1s derived from the ſame fountain, and 
that the Prelate and the Prince own their Authority on the 
ſame Tenure; ſo that what ſtrikes at one, wounds the 0- 
ther 3 which granting it to be true, yet with ſubmiſſion, 
I 
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I cannotbut think that a ſawcy Inference: wherein you calus 
tion, the Prince againſt the danger of his countenancing a 
Liberty againſt the. Prelate with this home-ſpun Proverb, 
What-:is Sawce ſor a Gooſe is Sawce for a Gander 5, nottotell 

you, that that DO of. deriving all Power, not from 
_ God, but: from. the: People, where the main danger lies, 
hath been. borrowed by Our Preſbyterians and other SeFa- 
zies from ſome of your Schoolmew, | + : 
. You ask the. Biſhop, whether be bluſbed or ſariled, to ſay 
and to'print,:. as he does, ut this. time of - Day £. that it 
was upſate for him ther to enter into a Diſpute of Religi- 
on at:Bryxells', . though he had known Prieſts, of. = | 
Romiſh Party had with all boldnels, freedqm and ſafety, + 
maintained ſuch Diſputes in Exgland: but'is it not. true 
what the Bz/hop (ates , that your Prieſts, as I my ſelfcould: 
name ſeveral, havehad, at ſeveral times , 'the'freedom of 
ſuch Diſputes; and let me ask you,: could it haye. been; 
prudent and ſafe for D. Morley to bas done that at Bryx- 
ells then, wbich you do now in Erglazd ? and why. do 
you lay, At this time of Day, when; you your ſelf write 
with: ſuch. boldneſs, . freedom and ſafety. agamſt. one of the 
Oldeſt and Greateſt: of : our - Ezeliſb Biſhops ? . Which if 
D. Merley had done at Bruxels againſt any of your Biſhops, 
do,you think-he ſhould have eſcaped the danger of -_ - 
quiſition, or ſome'other Cenſure, perhaps as ſevere? But you 
turn the Tables,: and complain of thoſe Cruckies,. which 
are exerciſed upon Prieſts guilty ofno Crime, unleſs Prieft- 
hood be one, - You ſay right, that Prieſthood, I mean;your 
Prieſihood which owns a Foreign JuriſdiGion and Sypre- 
mary, is by qur Laws made a Crime, it youcome over into 
Ezgland toexercile that Prieſthood. here, as T have given 
you an Account inthe Preface z and here,'you would work 
us into ſume compaſlion, by ſeeming tobemoan the Church 
of England, in that the Chief Actors in the late Tragedy 
were as little Friendsto her Hierarchy as to that of Rove ? 
. 0 9 
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- ſonotablea dexterity you of that Party have, as occafion 
ſhall ſerve, either to herd. among the SeFaries in a joynt 
Oppoſition to the Church of Exgland.;. or to ſhelter your 
"ſelves undera pretence that the Church of Ezgland and you 
are in the like Danger from the Se@aries. | | 
D.' Morley ſaid, there.could be. but /iitle fruit of a Con-' 
ference, whenone of the Parties were reſolved before-hand 
to hold their Concluſion, and toremit nothing; which you 
ſay is very uncharitable and »ntrue to boot. You tell us a 
Story of the Pope's Offer toQ, Elizabeth, but without any 


-- Authority z and that the trueand only Reaſon that hinders. 


our Peace, is, that the Schiſmatical,; that is, the Proteſtant 


Party is reſolved never to reſt ſatisfied-with what is remit- 


ted. When, where and by whom was this: Proffer made, or 
how ever put upon Trial ? Not at the Council of Trezt to 


be ſure 3 tor indeed, the rexitting. of. any: thing, would: 


look too like the confeſling of. an Error, and by conſe- 
quence call in Queſtion your Churches I»fallibility; which 
is ſo tender a Point, that F. Darcy looks upon it as the moſt 
' #portant of all others in Matters of Faith; and well he 
might 3 for it is that which being once believed will give 


the Man a large Swallow, and make eafie way for all the” 


reſt ; ſo- that, though the Church way, if She will, in 
Things of Eccleſiaſtical Conſiitution, in order to Chriſtian 
Peace, alter ſometimes z yet fince that oſt important Point 
of Infallib;lityis ſomewhat concernedeeven inthings of that 
+ Alloy, She will in all likelyhqod be very ſhy of making 
- Allowances. - You fay, if a/iChriſtiars in all Places, which 
. with you is the Church Tiffuſoe, that is, as you named it 
- before, the Whole Catholick Church, did not or cannot err ; 


then the firſt Proteſtants did err. By what. Conſequence 
this? becauſe, you'll ſay they divided from all other Chri- 
ſtians;but we have proved before,that.they are Parts ofthe 
Whole Catholick Church as well as other:Chriſtians, of what 
ſloever Denomination, and divided no more than gin ©: | 
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ther Chriſtians did 3, and conſequently: do belong to that 
Church Diffuſive,. viz. the Whole Catholick Church, which 
cannot err, though the Roman-Catholick, Church car err, 
and hath erred. 

For the proving of which, the Communion of Infants 
was inſtanced+ in;. which the Church of. Roxee once held 
for Matter of Faith to be neceſſary to Salvation, which 
now it doth not hold to be ſo. And it was made good 
out. of Maldonate the Jeſuit, one of your own Authors, 
that it had been-not only the Opinion of St. I-mocent and 
St. Auſtin, but was: Dogme de Fide Oniverſalis Eecleſre, 
a: Tenet or Dodtrine of Faith, held by the Univerſal 
Church for ſix hundred years : To which you anſwer, 
that what Maldonate fays, makes nothing againſt the 
. - Churches [»fal/ibility, in defining things of Faith; for he 
neither ſays wor could ſay with trath, ſay you, that She ever 
defined any thing in'this matter. But what is this but to 
ſbift whem you. ſhould anſwer ? For what can be meant 
here by Dogma de Fide QUniverſalis Ecclefe, but a Defi- 
nition and Determination, an Opinion. and Do@rine, as 
well as a Pradice and/Uſage of the Univerſal Church 2 $0 
that all that ramble of yours, in diſtinguiſhing of Part;- 
cipation Sucramental or Spiritual, and' in Voto, and: the 
great difference betwixt what is dire@hz treated, and what 
only accidentally mentioned/in Decrees of Faith, is but the 
more plauſibly to tel us, that what Maldonate ſrys; and 
what your ſelf ſaid before , is untrue. For at your en- 
trance into- this Diſcourſe, you do acknowledge that the 
Communion was givers to Infants, our of an opinion that 
it was meceſſary- to Salvation, grounded on thoſe Words of 
Chrift, Joh. 6. and withal you give an account of the 
wanner'howit was given, that when Infants were bapti- 
zed-, becauſe the Sacrament ( you mean the Commnrnion) 
could: not without danger be adminiſtred to-them under 
the (þrejes of Bread alone, it was given undcr the other 


ſpecies, 
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Pecies';z the'Prieft dipping his Finger, ſay you, into the 
Holy Chalice, gaveit them to fuck 5 ora little particle of 
the ſpecies of Bread ſoaked 4n the conſecrated Wine, was 
laid on their Tongue. Theſe are your own words : It 
ſeems then, that in thoſe Times by'the allowance of the 
Church, very Infants received it in both kinds 5 and this 
certainly was a Real and Sacramental Participatiov. And 
how then can you fay, and fay it with truth, that it was 
only a Myſtical or Spiritual Participation, which, you ſay, 
both Jo#-and We believe is attained by the Sacrament of 
- Baptiſm £ 'Or that it was-a Partioipation i Voto, in De- 
fire, which all have and are bound to have, you ſay, 
when they are Baptized. Again, with what Grammati- 
cal Conſtrudion can you mterpret Infant-Commurion , 
which Maldonate ſays, is Dogma de Fide Univer ſalis Ec- 
cleſie, to'be a thing only accidentally mentioned, and not 
to be dire#ly defined, as a Decree of Faith or DoCtrime of 
the Church? So'rhat, inſtead of breaking the Weapon, 
which you fay hath been-broken tn Viſcount Faxlklard's 
Hand, you have only broken your own, and endeavour'd 
to break your Fellow's Head ; ſuch excellent skill you 
-haveat Cudgel-playing. 


In the laſt place, That none car be ſaved ont of the Trie 
Ckarch of Chriſt. You might have ſpared your Proofs; We 
granticz but that the Proteſtants are out of the True 
Church, and therefore Schiſmaticks, you will never be a- 
ble to prove: For I have ſhewn before, upon your own 
Conceſſions, that though we are not of the Roman-Catho- 
lick, Church, yet we are of the Whole Catholick, Church, 
as you allow all other Chriſtians, that is, all that are not 
of the Roman Communion, of what denomination ſoever, 
to be : And why you ſhould exclude Proteſtants alone 
f-om that Priviledg, which you allow there to aff other 
Chriſtians, you ſhew no Reaſon, but only that Lyther was 
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a Schiſmatick, and conſequently all his Followers muſt be 
ſo: And why was Luther a Schiſmatick ? Becauſe, you 
| ſay, he ſeparated from al Chriſtians living. How then 
cameit about, that ſo many thauſands of Chriſtians joyn'd 
with him, if he ſeparated from them a 2 But this Argu- 
ment againſt Luther, were it of any force, doth not reach 
our Ezgliſh _—_ , becauſe We had nothing to do 
with Lather or Calvin, but Reform'd 'upon another ac- 
count, by a Publick and Juſt-Authority of our own ; as 
I ſuppoſe thoſe Countries, which admitted of Luther's Re. 
formation or Calviz's, will likewiſe tell you, they did al- 
ſo. And whereas you ſay in another place, that the Sen- 
timents of Proteſtants in Matters of Faith, are as contrary 
to thoſe of al Chriſtians in all places, as to thoſe of the 
Roman Church, except that One Point of Papal Power ; 
you ſpeak much at Random: For We do not only agree 
with them in that One Point, againſt the Pope's pretend- 
ed Supremacy, but We agree with them allo and with you 
too, in all Points xeceſſary to Salvatiqn, in all the Funda- 
- mentals of Chriſtian Religion, viz. in all the Articles of 
the Creed, which-is the Standard of Faith; in all the. Com- 
mandments of the Decalogue, which is the Rule of Pra#ice, 
not ſo much as leaving out oxe of them, as you and the Ly- 
therans do, and in all thoſe decent and convenient uſages 
and Ceremenies of Worſhip, which either Scripture or Pri- - 
mitive  Pra@ice hath recommended to us; and fo far as 
this comes to, We are willing, for our part, to own a 
Communion with you, and with 4U Chriſtians whatever. 
| But thoſe Corruptions of Do&rine which you maintain, 
and thoſe Superſtitions of Worſtzp which you impoſe, have 
' made it unlawful for Proteſtants, and other Chriſtians allo, 
to hold Communion with you; nor, were the Conditions 
of your Communion lawful, are We of the Church of 
England under any obligation, but that of Chriſtian Cha- 
rity, to hold Communion with you; much lefs by way of 
; Sub- 
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Sabordination, as being of a Church that hath diſtint Pow- 
ers and Rights of its own, and needs not ſubmit her ſelf 
to any Foreige JuriſdiGion, and as the Law hath eſtabliſh- 
ed her, ought not to do it neither. Wherefore your Ex- 
communication, as to Us, is Brutum Fulmen, and it con- 
cerns us no more to hear you call us Schiſmaticks, than it 
does to hear Txrks call Chriſtians Dogs; for there can be 
no Schiſm where there is no obligation to Communion ; nay, 
where there are ſo many Obligations againſt it. But the 
caſe of our Schiſmaticks amongſt our ſelves is otherwiſe, 
as being under a neceſſary Obligation, by having a juſt 
Authority and a legal Juriſdi@ion over them, eſtabliſhed by 
the Laws of the Land and the Church, whereof they are 
SubjeFs and Members, and to which they owe an Obedi- 
ence, 


It is a weak Argument, which you commonly make uſe 
of; that, whereas Proteſtants grant a poſſibility of Salvation 
to Papiſts, which Papiſts deny to Proteſtants, it is much 


ſafer to be of that Church, where Salvation may be had . 


by the Confeſſion of both (ides; that is, to be a Papift, 
than to be of that Church, where only the one Party ſays 
it may be had, that is, to be a Proteſtant. This is, I fay, 
a weak Argument, and can only prevail- with Perſons of 
weak Minds; for that that Charity which the One Church 
ſhews to thoſe out of her Communion, is a fairer Evidence 
ſure, to all that are Piows and Wiſe, of her being a Sound 
Part of the True Catholick Church, than the uncharitable- 
neſs of the Other, which ſhuts out all that are not in her 
Communion, and monopolizes Salvation to her ſelf, For 
what better diſtinguiſhing CharaFer, or more certain 
Mark can there be of one's belonging to the Univerſal 
Church, than an Univerſal diffulive Charity , in wiſhing 
well to AZ, in hoping well of AZ? A. thing wherein the 
Communion of Saints, which We belicve, together mw 

the 
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the Holy Catholick, Church, doth mainly conſift. But be- 
fides:that the Argument is weak, it is not abſolutely true, 
-that all Catholicks, as they call themſelves, -are of thar 
Judgment that no Proteſiarit can be ſaved 5 the Biſhop 
having produced an inſtance out bf F. Kot, 'which you 
are ſo wile as to take'no notice of, whogrants that the 
Cafe may be ſuch, as that a Proteſtant, dying a Proteftant, 
way be ſaved; and then on the other fide, this 3s all that 
We Proteſtants do or can ſay 'in favour of Papiſts ; not 
that they are to be ſaved, us ſuch ; but that they away be 
Javed, though ſuch, as in cafe of Invincible Ignorance, the 
Innocent prejudices of Education, the want of Means to 
do better, &c. As to your Charge of Schiſm or Hereſie 
againlt Proteſtants, that hath already been anſwered ; fo 
that, to uſe your own Words, your proving that #o.Pro- 
teſtant can be ſaved, ſignifies no more than a Quakers ſay- 
Ing, Thou art damw'd, when he bas nothing elicto ſay, 


The Biſhop adds, that what the Papiſts do now in this 
way of arguing , the Donatiſts did m St. Auſtir's time 5 
which you' tell him, is a groſs miſtake, and that what he 
ſhould fay is only, that both fides own Trwe Baptiſm a- 
monglt the Dozatiſts, which theſe denied amongſt Catho- 
licks. Very good ! And'is not this the ſame thing I pray 
you? For what gives a poſſibility of Salvation, or a good 
Title to it, if True Baptiſm does not? Or how can one 
be a Chriſtian without it ? and how can one'be ſeved with- 
out being a Chriſtian ? So that to deny the Truth of Bap- 
tiſm, as the Donatiſis did deny it amongſt the Orthodox, 
Is to deny the poſſibzlity of Salvation, For there is no com- 
Ing into the Church but by True Baptiſm, and no Man, 
You your ſelf ſay and We fay too, can beſaved out of the 
Church. And what is it on the other hand, to-grant the 
Truth of Baptiſm, as the Orthodox did grant it to be a- 


monglt the Donatiſts, but to grant a poſſibility of Salvati- 
on # 
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on? (ince he that is traly Baptized is admitted into the 
Church, and conſequently made capable of Salvation; as 
It is without queſtion through Gods Mercy, in the cafe 
of Infants rightly: Baptized, and dying Infants, whatever 
their Parents be, Hereticks or Schiſmaticks, as thoſe Do- 
xatiſts were : So that in fine, the Orthodox did then grant 
to the Donatiſts the Truth of Baptiſm: which the Dona« 
tifts would not grant to the Orthodox, and yet this as 
'with ſeeming advantage on the Donatiſts ſide, ſo with no 
real prejudice to the Orthodox Cauſe; as in like manner, 
Proteſtants do now grant to Papiſts a poſlibility of Salva- 
tion, which Papiſts deny to Proteſtants ; with ſome ſeem- 
ing advantage on your fide, as it may be thought by ig- 
norant people, but I hope with no real prejudice on ors, 
among thoſe that are truly conſidering : And this is the 
true and exaCt Paralel betwixt the Donatiſts and you of 
the Church of Rome, that though others allow you may 
be faved, you deny Salvation to all, but thoſe of your 
own Party. 

But what a Scene of Para#e}s have you dreſſed us up 
here? By drawing up Eight Compariſons ( I perceive you 
are taken with the number of Eigh) betwixt the Doratiſts 
and Proteſtants of the Church of Exgland. Donatifts ( lay 
you) were no where out of one corner of the World, 4- 
ſrica; ( a good large corner, Mr. Reviſor ) and Engliſh | 
Proteſtants no where out of Exgland. Donatiſts (aid , 
Therrs was the only perfe& Church, ſo you fay We do. 
They endeavoured to juſtifie their Separation, 4 do We. 
They appealed to Scripture, ſo do We, &c. You might, 
if you had pleaſed, drawn this Parallel i» infinitunr, thus : 
Doxnatifts had Noſes on their Faces, ſo the Engliſh Prote- 
ſtants have. They wore Shirts belike, fo do We. They 
cat Meat with Knives, and Pottage with Spoons, fo dv 
We, &c. At leaſt, you might have made it reach to Rome, 
by ſaying what I ſhall, with your leave, fay for you. 
Donatiſis 
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Donatiſts were no where out of one corner of the 
World, Africa 3 ſay you: and ſay 1 Papiſis are no where 
out of another corner of the World, Exrope; unleſs they 
travel into other Parts, as ſometimes Engliſh Proteſtants 
dotoo, Dozatiſts ſaid, theirs was the only perfect Church; 
Papiſts ſay the ſame of theirs , that it is the Ozly and 
True, tho not the whole Catholick Church, ec. and in 
ſhort, to pin the Basket, the Donatiſts denied Salvation 
to all. other Chriſtians beſides themſelves, by denying 
that they had True Baptiſm } Papiſts do the like, ſay- 
ing, There is no Salyation out of their Church. This 
is the bufineſs which pinches you, and which you will 
never claw off with all your Parallels, However, I 
hope, fince you will have us ſo near akin to the Doratifts, 
you will beas favourable to Us, as the Old Catholicks were 
to Them; to own True Baptiſm amongſt Us, which you 
have the more Reaſon to do, becauſe We do not deny it a- 
monegſt Yor, asthe Donatiſis did amongſt the Old Catholicks; 
and if that be, I make no queſtion but we may do well e- ' 
nough, notwithſtanding all your Diſpute that no Proteſtant 
can be ſaved? | | 
You are arrived, you ſay, at theend of this Real or Pre- 
tended Conference. It ſeems, it ſticks with you ſtil], and you 
are not yet reſolved, whetherit were a Poetical or Hiſftori. 
cal Narration 3 and yet it would ſeem, you aretaken with 
*It too : for tho you are come tothe end of it, you go on 
with it ſtill, and make it the T7tle of all the ſeveral follow- 
ing Engliſh Treatiſes, viz. 4 Reviſtor of the Conference be, 
twixt >, Morley and F. Darcy 3 but #hat, you will fay, 
was the Printers overſight. In ſumming up of the batines: 
you ſhew a wonderful Modeſiy, that you hope you have 
given reaſonable ſatisfaFion 5 that you leave it to others 
Judgment, who will be more impartial (you ſay) than your 
ſelt; that you way be miſtaken in judging too favourably 
of your own Labours;z and that your Replzes may be found 
| uns 
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 wiſatisfaForyz ( as truly I do, and Ibelieve moſt of the 
Readers you will meet with will think they are) ard in 
that caſe, you deſire the DefeZ may be charged on your 
Weakneſs, not on the Cauſe you defend. Nay, therein [ 
do not agree with you 3 for if ſuch a Champion as youare, 
fail in the Defence, then the Fault muſt be in the Ca»ſe you 
defend 3 for you who are able to draw neceſſary Conclu- 
ſions from probable Arguments, and improve Sophiſtry it 
ſelf into Demonſtration, how can you poſſibly miſcarry, 
when you have a Caſe to defend, which is it ſelf of ?nvin- 
cible Truth, and ſecured from all poſſibility of Error $0 
that, if there be any defe&, as I doubt n®. but there are 
oy and I have ſhewed ſome in your Diſcourſe, it muſt 
not be charged on your Weakneſs, but on the Weakneſs of 
your Cauſe. And yet notwithſtanding this Fit of Mode- 
iz, and this ſeeming diſtruſt of your performance, you 
come off Triumphantly at laſt, with Drums beating and 
Colours flying, but it is not as thoſe who have gotten a 
Victory, but asthoſe who have ſurrendred the Town up- 
on Terms. You think, you fay, and it were well for you 
if you could get others that read you to be of the ſame 
Mind, that you have done enough to ſhew that the Lear- 
ned DoFor's Premiſes are falſe, his Illations incoherent, 
and his whole Diſcourſe not convincing. You will not be 
* offended, I preſume, if with dye reſpeF to your Quality, 
and Submiſtion to better Judgment, a Man return you 
your own Complement ; and ſoat preſent, Ade. 


The Biſhops Argument from Senſe againſt Tranſub. 


ſtantiation. 


Mr. REVISER, 
| Did unwittingly in my laſt Diſcourſe run my ſelf be- 


yond my inten edlength z I muſt be ſhorter hereafter, 


and beg your excuſe, 1tI do not —_ you lnall you 
8 n "4 
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Excurſions ard Wandrings, You enter: upon this Ar: 
gument with Horror and Indienation, as if you were to at 
a Tragedy with Buskinson 3 but this is a piece of Art to a- 
dorn the Stage, and to amuſe the Reader; for whatis the 
Reaſon of that Fright and Paſſion? Tt is you fay to ſee a 
Jury of the Senſes impanneled to Decide Controverſies of 
Faith. Nay, if it be no worſe, it is well ; I was afraid it 
had been a Jxry at the Old-Baily, &c. But what 1s the hurt, 
ifit beſo? may not the _ witneſs and. judg of their 
proper Objeds ? and is not Carnal Preſence, which you af- 
firm in the Sacrgment, a proper object of Carnal Senſe? O! 
but this is a Mer of Faith, you ſay: True, the Myſtzcal 
and Spiritnal Preſence is Matter of Faith z and We do own, 
that the Body and Blood of Chriſt is verily and indeed re- 
ceived by the Faithful in that Senſe, Really, but Spiritwally 
but (till I fay, tho thisbe ſo, a Carnal Preſence, if any ſuch 
thing there be, is, or at leaſt ſhould be a Matter of Fa@, 
and ſo an Objett of Serſe. Ay, but youtell us, Wemuſt 
ſhut our Eyes , ſtop our Ears , renonnce all our Senſes, when 
they comradiCct God's expreſs Word. God forbid! for if 
we do ſo, how ſhall we read the Word our ſelves, or hear 
it read or preached by others, or »derſtand the meaning 
of it, when weread it, or heay it ? It ts fomewhat you ſay 
however; for he that wouldbe a Rzght Catholick muſt re- 

#ounce all his Senſes; or elſe how ſhould he believe the 

Doctrin of wn which you have made the 
very Teſt of your Catholiciſm? and why ſo, but becauſe 
it captivates People to an.zmplicit Faith, and blind Obedi- 
ence, and: engages them ro belzeve every thing what you 
would have to be believed, and to my ng every thing 
 asyou would have it underſtood. Ay; but, youſay, there 
235 no mention of the Grounds of the Catholick Faith in 
this Treatfe, No; what need wis there; that there 
thould? tet Faithitoploy it felf on the Inward Grace, the 
Fhmg ſignified ; the Serfe; tmy have leave to converſe 
' | with 
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with the Oztward Sign, with their own proper Obje& 
whether it remain naturally as it was, Bread; or whether 
it be Tranfubſtantiated, as you ſay, into Fleſb : for this is 
an Argument drawn from the Evidence and Certainty of 
Senſe; in which Faith has nothing to do, unleſs you will 
own that Seeing is Believing, and Feeling is Believing, as 
Chriſt ſays; Te have believed, becauſe ye have ſeen me; and 
as it sfaid of Thowas, that he felt and believed. Byt you, 
it ſeems, require ſuch a Faith, as muſt, not only,ground 
it ſelf upon the Teſtimony of Sexſe, nor comply with our 
Senſations; but multbe contrary and berepugnanttothem; 
as you ſay pleaſantly of your ſelf, that you ſee 'tis Bread, 
you feel 'tis Bread, you taſt 'tis Bread; but God tells you 
in the Ear, 'tis Fleſh, This looks like Inſpiration, ſome. 
what like the Story of Mahomer's Pigeon. 

But, you ſay, Senſe isnot to berelied on ; and this you 
pretend to prove from the Ancient Fathers, fromthe Scrj- 
pture and from Reaſor. For the Fathers, let S, Cyril of 
Jernſalew, ſay you, ſpeak for all the reſt, Heſure would 
have given his Teſtimony in (Greek; befides, we want his 
Credentials. It is (trange, that amongſt all the Ancient 
Fathers you ſhould pitch upon one of a ſuſpected and 
doubtful Credit ; but let it beS, Cyril, or John of Jernſa- 
lem; that'sall a cafe , let ughear what he ſays, as you re-. 
port him, Although it ſeems to be Bread, yet it is not Bread : 
although it ſeems to be Wine, yet it is not Wine. And what 
is this in plain Engliſh? 'tis no more than if he had faid, 
Although the outward Elements, the Sacramental Bread 
and Wine, were before Conſecration plainly Bread and 
Wine, and nothing more than what other common Bread 
and Wine is, and [till after Conſecration ſeem, that is, ap- 
pear tothe Senſes tobe Bread and Wire,as they were before 
yet it is now nolonger bare Bread and Wine, and nothing 
more; but do now,lince they were Conſecrated to an Holy 
uſe, according to Chriſt's — repreſent tothe oye - 

2. atth, 
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Faith, and exhibit to the Souls of Believers, Chriſt's Body 
which was broken on the Croſs, and his Blood which was 
ſhed for the Salvation of Men. Does he, do you think, 
by heightning Faith, decry the Judgment of yeue ? He 
. faith, asto Sexe, that it ſeems to be Bread and Wine ſtill, 
nor doth he abſolutely deny it to be fo ; and asto Faith, 
he ſays, it is not Bread and Wine , but ſomething elſe, 
meaning the Sacramental Repreſentation, and Spiritual 
Participation of Chriſt's Body and Blood. By the way, 
fince the Wine is the Blood, as well as the Bread is the 
Body, how can you juſtifie the withdrawing the Cxp 
from the Laity, and Adminiſtring the Sacrament under 
one Species only ? eſpecially whenit was thePractice of the 
Ancient Church to give it to very I»fants, in both kinds ; 
and that PraGtice, as you have told us, grounded on 
Chriſt's own Words, fob VI. Unleſs ye Eat my Fleſh and 
Drink my Blood, you have no Life in you, which Words 
your ſelf quote in this manner, QUzleſs ze eat the Body 
y0u have no Life in you 3, leaving out purpoſely the 
Drinking of the Blood, tho you told us juſt before, that 
Infants did that too, at leaſt did that, if they did not the 
other, when there might be _ of giving them the 
Bread. But you'll ſay, the Body alone is ſufficient, for the 
Blood is included in the Body ; but this Blood of _— Is 
-not included in the Body 3 for it was Shed and pour'd out, 
and was therefore to be Sacramentally repreſented by a 
diſtin& Species 3 unleſs you will have another Miracle to 
.do the Buſineſs, that as the Bread is miraculouſly turned 
into Fleſh, and the. Wixe into Blood ; fo the Blood again 
.1s miraculouſly returned into the Body, and reunited to 
the Fleſp; and here again, we mult renounce our Senſes ; 
for though we ſee the Body on the Patin and the Blood in 
the Chalice, yet we muſt believe the Blood to be tranſva- 
ſated into the Patiz, that it may be joyned to the Body, 
that is, the Feb, and yet (till remain in the Chalice under 
the Species and Accigents of the Wine, For 
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For Scripturez S. Paxl is brought in, x Cor. 11. 14. The 
Natural Man receives not the Things of the Spirit of God, 
neither can he know them, becauſe they are Spiritually diſ- 
cerned, This Text, as alſo the other, 2 Cor. 10. 4. relates 
to Matters of Faith, as your ſelfrightly obſerved ; thoIdo 
not take you for one of the moſt Excellent Textuaries : for, 
whatever your Explication be , your Application is wrong. 
Yet to apply it, (tho the Apoſile does not ſo apply the one 
or the other) to the Bulineſs of the Sacrament ; a watural 
Man, -that were not acquainted with Scripture and our 
Bleſſed Lord's Inſtitutions, could not apprehend and find 
out themeaning of this Ordinance, but would look upon 
it as Bare Bread and Wine only, and account it perhaps a 
. fooliſh thing to come to receive a bit of Bread and ſup of 

Wine at the Prieſts hands; or, if he ſhould do ſo, would 
find no more benefit by his ſo doing, than by eating and 
drinking the like quantity of Common Bread and Wine 
at Home, becauſe he wants Faith to apply the inward Grace 
ſignified and exhibited by thoſe Precious Symbols an1 Sa- 
cred Actions: whereas a Spiritual Man, a True Believer, 
who hath his Senſes exerciſed in Holy things, and kis 
Soul __—_ with the Influences of God's Spirit, can 
and doth Spiritzally diſcern the Myſtery, even the Lord's 
Body; and doth in a ſpiritual manner partake thereof, to 
the Aſſurance of Pardon and ſtrengthening of Grace: 
And this is it We Proteſtants do ſay, that tie Sacrament 
*is not a Carnal, but a Spiritual Ordinance z and this is that 
which our Saviour himſelf ſpeaking of tis Subject ſaies, 
The Fleſb profiteth nothing ; My Words «re Spirit and Life ; 
and thus, in this ſpiritual manner ye do not look upon 
Things, in any Matter of Faith, cording to the outward 
Appearance, but do ſay, that #3 Body and the Blood of 
Chriſt is verily and indeed rectved by the Faithful in the 
Lord's Supper, that is, by a*Many as have Faith ſpiritual- 
ly todiſcern it. But whei8all this tothe Carnal —_—_ 

or 
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For that is the To Car#pJÞvoy, the Thing in queſtion, W he- 
ther it be or ought to be a Matter of Faithor no, that is, 
Whether, as we do believe Chriſt to be Sacramcmtally 
Myſtically, Spiritnally, and all this Really too , that is, 
Verily and indeed, Preſent in the Holy Sacrament 3. So we 
ought to believe, as you of the Church of Rowe would 
have-us, that he is there Carnally Preſent. Wherefore, 
though we cannot Anſwer your Croſs purpoſes, as you 
have taught your Popiſh Pupilto do, yet we can make you 
far other and better Anſwers than what you have made 
for Mr. Do@or, as you pleaſe to call him. 

But your Reaſor, I ſee, is the Thing we-muſt truſt to; 
and that is juſt ſuch an one as a Man would expe@ from 
you. You are ſo kind astogive itusin a Sy/ogiſer, I'call 
it a Kindneſs, becauſe therewe know where to have you. 

Senſes cannot judg of Things which are not their proper 

Objetits; But ſuch are the Things in Debate in this Con- 
troverſie : Therefore, Senſes cannot judg of theſe things. 
- Your Major, that Senſes cannot judg of Things that are not 
their proper Obje#s: we need not be ſhy of granting you, 
and therefore you needed not to have put your ſelf to the 
pain: of proving it 3 but then, you will alſo pw us, on 
the otter ſide; that Senſes car judg of Things which are their 
proper Obj-&s ; and there you will find your Weapon turr'd 
back upon you. 

Your Mz or ſecond Propoſition, that the Thiygs- in 
Debate here ar not the proper Obje& of Senſes, lies uporf 
your hand to preve, But firſt, what are thoſe Things, 
pray you ? Forit ® my Wonder, that you, as you are a 
Diſputant, did not Gſerye the Laws of Reaſoning no bet- 
ter, and ſet down thob Th;ygs in your SjVogiſnr, that fo 
your Concluſion might havecyme home to the Buſineſs, and 
not look ſo lame and douygy] agit does; but it ſeems 
that was but your Proſyllogiſne you follow it here with 
another. - HE | 

The proper Meanine or Szenifica;on of Words, # the pro- 

| per 
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per Obje@ of no Senſe. 

But the matter here in debate is the proper Meaning or 
Signification of the Words of Chriſt, (you mean thoſe words 
of His, This is my Body, This is my Blood.) 

Therefore it is the proper Objett of no Senſe. 

Sir, Give me leave to tell you, that both your Premiſ- 
ſer are faulty 3 though it is the Second which I intend to 
ſtick upon, as being the Matter in debate, you ſay. | 

For your Firſt Propoſition, your ſelf have, I thank you, 
ſaved me the labour : You fay indeed here, that the only 

-doubt can be about Hearing, by Reaſon of the Connexion 
betwixt the Soxnd of an Articulate Word, and the' Signz- 
fication of it, You do allow the Sound to be the Object 
of the Ear, but not the Signification : That is very nice, 
Sir ; forif Words be the Objett of Hearing, what Reaſon 
can be given, why the Signification of thole Words ſhould 
not be {5 too? ſince the Ear doth take in the Words toge- 
ther with their S;emification (ſuppoſing that they are /ig- 
2ificant and intel/igible) and tranſmits them both to the Ur- 
derſtanding 5 or rather, the Underſtanding takes ſuch 
Words with their Signification, immediately from the Ear 3 
Whence that ſaying of the Antients, Anima habitat in A.- 
ribus, that the Soul of Man dwells and takes up her Lodg- 
ing in the Ezrs. But we muſt hear you out in proof of 
your Propoſition : For, ſay you, the ſame Articulate Sound 
3 inſignificant to one who underſtands it not, and ſometimes 
ſremfies different things to Perſons of different Languages. 
V. C. Lego to a Latiniſt ſienifies, I Read , to a Grecian, 1 
Speak, to an Engliſhman, Nothing ;, get the ſound in the Ear 
# the ſame to all theſe three : And therefore I ſuppoſe you 
conclude, the Sienification of Word's is not the Obje& of 
Hearing. Ifſze, by the by, you are fincly Vers'd in Criti» 
cal Learning 3 a mat! mult have a care of you : Why? le 
is very true and right, that if a Word be inſignificant, then 
the Word alone muſt be the Object of Hearing, without 
the Signification, becauſe it hath no Signification to ac- 

| company 
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company it 3 for we ſuppoſe it inſignificant ; or if the 
Word be Uninteligible by him to whom it is ſpoken, it is 
all one to ſuch a Perſon as if it were i»ſignificant ; ſo that 
he hears only the Word, and cannot judge of its Significa. 
tion. But our Buſineſs here is about ſuch Words as are 
very Significant and very Intelligible : This is my Body, 
This is my Blood ; and therefore I ſee no Reaſon, why the 
fignification of thoſe Words, as well as the Words them- 
ſelves, ſhould not be the Obje& of our Hearing. To ſhew 
that thoſe Words are thus Significant and Inteligible, I 
ſhall offer this inſtance : Suppoſe a Friend of yours or 
mine, ſhould beſo kind as to give you or me an Eſtate, 
an Houſe, Land, or Mony, and ſhould bring out a Leaſe, 
and put into your hand or mine, and ſay, Look ye, This 
#s ſuch a Houſe ; and ſuch an other, and ſay, This is ſuch 2 
Piece of Land, containing ſo many Acres; and then fetch 
out ſome Bills and Bonds, and ſay of them likewiſe, Here 
is One Hundred Pound, here is t ive Hundred, exc. And 
then at laſt, Aſſign and deliver them up with his own 


Hand and Seal, as a Token of his Love and Friendſhip , 

to either of Us and our Uſes; would it not be eaſfie for 

you or me to #derſiand the meaning of that kind Friends 

Words? For though we do not ſee the Hoſe, and the 

Land, and the Moxy which he : qr of, aCtually before 
s 


us, in thoſe Parchments and Deeds which he put into our 
Hands, and made Ours; yet we know and arefſure, that 
thoſe Parchments and Deeds are ſuch Legal Conveyances, 
as will give us a certain Right and Title to the Poſſethion of 
thoſe things. And now, why (can you tell me?) is it not 
alike eafie for you or me, or any other Good Chriſtian, to 
underſtand our Bleſſed Maſter, in his Words of Bequeſt, 
at his laſt Supper ? He took the Bread and bleſſed it, and 
ſaid, This is my Body; and ſo of the Wine. What can be 
the proper meaning, but this? That as Bread and Wine 
do nouriſh and ſuſtein Man's Natural Life ; ſo my Body, 
which is Meat indeed, and my Blood, which is _—_ - 
ced, 


The Reviſion Reviſed. 63 


deed, ſhall nouriſh your Spiritual Life : And upon this 
account, I do appoint theſe Elements of Bread and W:xe 
to be the Symbols of my precious Body and Blood, to be 
the Remembrances of Me till my ſecond coming, and to be 
the Conveyances of Grace, and of all thoſe Benefits which 
I have procured for you by my Death and Paſſion. 

But what dol enlarge upon a Thing to gain that by Ar- 
gument, which my Courteous Adverſary,though he forgets 
himſelf in ſo doing , doth elſewhere, of his own accord, 
readily grant me ? nay, obliges and forces me to have ir 
granted 3 viz, That theſe. very Words of Chriſt, which 
are the Matter in debate, together with their Signification, 
( for otherwiſe they ſignifie nothing ) are the Objedt of 
Hearing, For in Anſwer to what the Biſhop had ſaid a- 
gainſt the Church of Rome's interpretation of thoſe Words, 
that it doth neceſſarily imply , that our Sexſes may be, 
and are deceived in their proper Objects, by Teaching 
and Affirming that to be Fl and Blood,. which to all 
Mens Senſes appears to be Bread and Wine; you make this 
return. I deny your Minor, ſay you, or Second Propoſe- 
tiow : * For it appears to no Man's Hearing to be Bread 
« and Wine, but Fleſb and Blood; This is my Body, This 
* i zty Blood, are the expreſs Words of Chriſt. Now, 
« Sir, ſay you to the Biſhop, you know out of the Apoſtle, 
* (T have minded you otit that Faith comes by Hearing,and 
« Hearing is not miſtaken 1n this Matter. Hence $. Thomas 


«* of Aquin, ſay you, 


«<Viſme, Taftms, Guſtus in te fallitur. 
« Sed Anditn ſolo tuto creditur. 


Which you thus render in Engliſh, We ackrowledg that 
Sight, Feeling, and Taſt, are miſtaken here, and we corre& 
their Miſtake by the Expreſs Word of God, by Hearing con- 
vezed to our Minds. And indeed your whole Ninth Sedi- 
0n is {ſpent upon this Subject, to give the Hearing in this 
reſpe&, the Advantage of all the other Senſes, For you 
. fay, That when the Sen(cs interfere in their Depoſutions con- 
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cerning any Objett of Faith, we muſt recur t0 Hearing, and 
adhere to that. And this you lay down for a Ryle, to 
which you add further, that though Reaſon ſhould take the 
part of the other Senſes, yet we muſt ſtick however to Hearing. 
That theſe Paſſages which I have here produced out of 
your Ninth and Tenth Sefjons, are a demonſtrative Evi- 
dence of your ſelf-contradiction'to what you ſay here in 
your Fifth, I ſhall now convince you, or, if not you, the 
Reader, When you fay, that Hearing # not!miſtaken in 
this matter, that is, in thoſe Words of Chriſt, This is my 
Body, This is my Blood; Do you mean, that'it is'not mi- 
ſtaken only -in the ſound of thoſe Words, or in their ſig. 
feation alſo? 'If in the ſonzd of the Words only, - then we 
are where we were, and you have anſwered the Biſhop 
nothing. For the Biſhop diſputes againſt the Church of 
Rome's Interpretation of thoſe Words, that'is, the ſcgwifi- 
cation or meaning of thoſe Words, as the Church of Rome 
takes it in her Sence 3 and 'you Anſwer, -or ſhould Anſwer 
in defence of that Interpretation, And your Anſwer is, 
That Hearing is 10t miſtaken in this matter ; that is, if your 
Anſwer fignifie any thing , in the ſprnifications of thoſe 
Words ; that when you do hear it faid, This 'is my Body, 
you are certain that you do hear thoſe Words ſpoken, and 
you do believe that it is Chriſt's Body and Blood; but as 
a Papiſt, you believe it in a Carnal Sence; asI alſo am as 
certain when I do hear the Words, that I hear them, and 
do as verily believe it is Chriſts Body and Blood, but as a 
Proteſtant, in a Sacramental, Myſical, and Spiritual Senſe. 
Sa then, take it which way you will, 1f thoſe Words with 
their ſigrification be the Object of Hearing, as you cannot 
but own your meaning to be, in your Anſwer to the Bj- 
ſhop's Argument, then you your ſelf overthrow this Pro- 
poſition of yours, That the proper meaning or ſienification 
of Words, is the proper Obje@ of no Sznſe. But 1t the ſreni- 
fication of Words, particularly of thole Words of Chriſt, 
be not the Object of Hearing, as you lay in this Propoſ- 
tion, 1t 1s not, then by conſequence, the Hearing may be 
JJ. 
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miſtaken, even 1n- that Matter, Viz. In thoſe Words, 
wherein you. ſay it is ot miſtaken, and then you are 
not only miſtaken your ſelf, in leaving the Biſhop's 
Minor unanſwered, but have manifeſtly contradifed your 
ſelf alſo, by maintaining one thing bere, and defending the 
contrary elſewhere. And thus much beyond my intend- 
ment or expeRation to your Major, 

The Reaſon why I deny your Mjner , viz. That the 
Matter here in debate « the proper meaning or ſignification of 
the Words of Chriſt, that is, whether they are to be taken 
Literally, as you take them, or Figuratively , as we take 
them 3 is, becaule that is but a leading queſtion, to that 
which is indeed the true and praper Point of the Contro- 
verſie : For the diſpute betwixt us is not about Words on- 
ly, or the ſignification of Words ; that were a thing fit 
for Criticks 2nd Expoſiters, though they alſo ſometimes 
are good Helps for the deciſion of Controverſie ; but it 
is about thoſe Things 'and material Points of Dofrize, 
which are to be treated and diſculsd by Scripture and Rea- 
ſon, and the Authorities of Antient Writers. Now, tho' 
you do indeed bring theſe Words of Chrift, and lay the 
whole ſtreſs of your Tranſubſtantiation upon them, neither 
do we, nor Will we avoid you in all or any thing, which 
you can bring tor the defence of fo abſurd a Dodtrine 3 
and though theſe, as you ſay, be the Expr:ſs Words of 
Chriſt, This is my Body, This & my Blood, (which were 
Words likewiſe uſed, or Words very like them in the 
Jewiſh Rituals of the Paſſover) and you contend are lite- 
rally to be taken, at which Rate, we muſt allow of many 
Tranſubſtantiations 10 Scripture, that Chriſt is a Vine, a 
Branch, a Door ; nay, that a Rock was Tranſubſtantiated 
intoChriſt, or Chriſt into the Rock; for Chriſt was that Rock; 
ſoS. Panl fates; and Herod muſt be Metamorphog'd into a 
Fox : tor does not the Word of God expreſly ſay all theſe 
Things, 1 az: the Vine, Gotell that Fox, &c. And if there 
be a Figure in theſe places, as there is in many more, why 
not in this? or is it for the Sake of that ContradiFions Do- 

L 2 | drine, 
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Frine, that we muſt only in this one thing disbelieve our 
Senſes, and in this one place contradict our own Reaſon, 
and lay aſide the common uſage of Scripture? Yet after all, 
this is but Aogougyez to you, and a Beating of the Buſh; 
the Thing it telt , wherein the Cardo Controverſie lies, is 
Whether 1n Conſecration of the Bread and Wine in the Sa- 
crament, or after the pronouncing of thoſe Words, This 
is my Body, This is my Blood, the whole Subſtance of the 
Bread be turned into the Subſtance of Chriſt's Body, and 
the whole Subſtance of the Wine into the Subltance of Chriſts 
Blood, &c. Which Queſtion as the Biſhop has ſtatedit, re- 
folves it felf into this ſhorter one, Whether Chriſt be Caynally 
Preſent in the Sacrament £ which you affirm, we deny : 
And for the Proof of our Denial, I return you this Sylo+ 
giſm borrowed from your own. 

The Senſes can and may judg of Things that are their pro- 
per Objes. 

But the Thing in Debate, viz. the Carnal Preſence, is a 
__ Obje@ of the Senſes, therefore the Senſes can and may 
uae of it. | 
? The Major muſt be granted from the Grounds of Com- 
mon Philoſophy, nor can you deny it me ; for by ſaying that 
the Senſes cannot judg of the Things which are not their pro- 
per ObjeFs, you mult allow, that they can judg of Things 
that areſo, The Minor, that the Carnal R__ is a pro- 
per Obje@ of the Senſes, will not, I think, be denied by any 
One that has his Senſes. Thus even our Bleed Lord him- 
ſelf, when he appeared to his Diſciples, and they took him 
for a Spirit, ſaying, a Spirit hath not fleſh and bones, as ye 
ſee. me have; doth of neceſſity imply, thata Carnal or Fle(hly 
Preſence, as his then was, mult be an ObjeCt of Sexſe; that 
Is, it may beScer, Felt, and thelike. And how can it be, 
that the fame Our Bleſſed Lord ſhould be every day Carnat- 
I; Preſent upon your Altars, and that ye the Prieſts ſhould 
rake his Body, and give Him to the People, and Eat him 
and Drink him, and yet, that he can neither be Seex, nor 
Texched , nor Tafted , and that ye Prieſts cannot ſay _ 

b, 
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S. Fobn, What we have ſeen, and what we have handled, that 
Declare we unto you. 

But you'll ſay, This of the Sacrament is an Extraordina- 
ry Thing, *tis a Miracle; One ſure of your own making ; 
for, if it it were one wrought by Chriſt himſelf, there would 
beſome _ Etfedts of it, for to mention only Ore that 
was wrought by Him, which was the Beginning of his Mi- 
racles, that of Cana in Galilee, when he turned the Water 
into Wire; do you think, can any Body imagin, that that 
Water was only in the Subſtance of it turned into Wine, 
and that that Wine (till retained all the Species and Acci- 
dents of Water, as you ſay the Bread and Wine is turned 
into the Fleſb and Blood. of Chriſt? or, would the People, 
doyou think, that werethere, have lookt upon it as a M;- 
racle, os owned it to be ſuch, if the Water thus turned in- 
to Wine had not been Wine indeed ; I mean, it it had not 
had the COS, the Colour, Smell and Fragrancy, the 
Smack and Reliſh of Wine ? Alas! it had been a pitiful 
Miracle, a Sorry Demonſtration of his Divinity, if-there 
had been no more 10 it than there is in. your Trarſubſtar- 
Hation. : 

And now I bethink me, it is Time for me to-lay down 
my Pen too, and wait for your Return, after your long 
Digreſſion, ( as you call it, and as indeed it is) from the 
Forty Third, to the Sixtieth Page of your Reviſiorr. 

Afﬀeer you have given us an Account, how the ſeveral 
Senſes are, and may be deceived in their ſeveral Objedts 
and to that end, entertained your Reader with curious [r- 
ftances out of the New Philoſophy, and from thence conclude 
it raſh torely on any Serſation contrary. tothe Word of God, 
or any Revealed Truth 3 you do however declare your 
ſelf againſt the Carte/ran Way, which allows no Credit to 
the Senſes 3. as that which diſſolves all Bonds of Commerce 
amongſt Men, and is only good to make Scepticksand Atheiſts 
$005 ſeeing it leaves no certain Means toTeachor Learn Faith, 
and to underſtand Scripture it ſelf. So that, ſay you, neither 
Church nor State can ſtand, if theſe Doubts againſt the Nepo- 
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fttions of Senſes, without any Ground to the contrary, beſides 
the General Fallibility of the Senſes themſelves, be really Ad- 
mitted, And what is it other, or more, that D. Morley 
ObjeRs againſt that Dorin of yours, but that it neceſſa- 
rily implies, that our Senſes are deceived in their Proper 
ObjeFs, and therefore mult needs fraſirate or make void 
the End'and Ufe of all Scripture, fince we have no other 
Means whereby we can come to know what is written there, 
but by our Sexſesz and you your ſelf do acknowledg, that 
Faith muſt be conveighed into our Mind __ Senſe, and 
are theretore forced 1n deſpight of your SyZogiſz: , which 
denied the Thing in Debate to be the Proper Obje@F of the 
Senſes, in General z yet here, in Particular, to determin 
in tavour of Hearizg, and to affirm, that that is wot mriſta- 
ken in this Matter, tho all the other Seyſes are, And what is 
the Reaſon that the other Serſes may not be credited in this 
Matter, as well as Hearing £ and why is Hearing alone ex- 
empt from Error and Miftake in this Matter £ ſince there is 
a Miſtake on the one (ide or other ;for tho we do both Pa- 
piſts and Proteſtants hear thoſe Words, This is my Body, 
and arecertain We do hear them, and do believe it, Each 
of Us in our own Senſe, to be his Body; yet you taking 
the Words in a Literal, that is, a Carnal Senfe, and We ta- 
king them ina Figurative, that is, a Sacramental and Spiritu- 
al Senſe, according to the True Nature and Purpoſe of the 
Inſtitution 3 either To# or We are miſtaken in the Significa- 
tion of the Words, which, together with the Words them- 
{cIves, is by the Senfe of Hearing conveyed into our Un- 
derſtanding. For this, you fay, you ſtick to God's Ex. 
freſs Word, and to prove your own, and diſprove our In- 
' terpretation, you propoſe this Syllogiſne. 

That Interpretation which is plainly Contradidory to the 
Expreſs Words of Scripture, doth fruſtrate the End and Uſe 
of Scripture 5 but ſuch is Your Interpretation of thoſe Words of 
C hbriſe. Therefore your Interpretation ſruſtrates the End and 
©je of Seripture. 

Here Sir, You challenge the Bzſbop to ſhew his Skill in 
; | Sg- 
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Sophiſtry, and to anſwer this SyZogifſm of yours, I docon- 
feſs, that he who has todo with you, oughtnot tobe un- 
Skilful in that Weapon, tho it be but a Foil, that he may 
know how to Convince an Error as well as Defend the 
Truth; Tam very glad at any time, upon that account, to 
catch you a Syllogizing ;, for it isa certain Sign that you are 
into the Trap. But Sir, thoit beſo, do not trouble 
your ſelf, I will look after you. 
Firſt then as to your Major Propoſition, ITask what you 
mean by the Expreſs Words of Scripture: Do you mean 


the Words barely in the Letter, as they ſound, or the Words” 


together with their Signification, as they import ſuch or 
Auch a Senſe? for you know there areſeveral Senſes allowed 
ſometimes even in the expreſs Words of Scripture 3 and tho 
I muſt ſay,that the Inſtances which you bring are unqueſtion- 
able, ſo that he who ſhall ſay, God did not Create the World, 
or the Word was not in the Beginning, or the Word was not 
made Fleſh, doth plainly Contradi& the Expreſs Words of 
Scripture which ſaith, God did Create Heaven and Earth, 
and In the Beginning was the Word, and The Word was made 
Fleſh; yet in ſome Caſes and in ſome Places, an Interpre- 
tation may, yea, muſt croſs the Letter, and yet be ſo far from 
voiding the Exd and Uſe of Scripture , or contradifting it 
that it doth intirely agree with it, thatis, with the True an 
Right Senſe and Meaning ofit, whichis the proper E-dand 
beſt Uſe of Scripture : And with this Limitation, I am wil- 
ling toallow your Major,not barely alway tothe Letter, for 
'that would bring us into many inconveniences, but upon 
neceſſary occaſions, to avoid thoſe inconveniences, ſome- 
time to the Senſe and Meaning of Scripture, 

Then for your Mizor, I do without being beholden to 
that Limitation, abſolutely and uttterly Deny it, and it will 
be impoſlible for you ever to prove it, that Our Inteypreta- 
tion of thoſe Words of Chriſt is plainly ContradiGory to the Ex-, 
preſs Words of Scripture. For it isnot as you ay; ſay you, 
Scripture ſaics, That is Chriſt's Body, You (Proteltants) ſay, 
That is not Chrilt's Body. Scripture ſaies, That 1s Chrilt's 

gD Blood, 
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Blood, You (Proteſtants) ſay, That is not Chriſt's Blood, 
We do not ſay ſo; We lay as Scripture ſaies: We ſay and 
believe, thatit is Chriſt's Body, that it isChriſt's Blood 1n the 
Sacrament. . We uſethoſe very Words in the Form of Cox- 
ſecration, and our _ when they deliver the Conſe- 
crated Bread, ſay, The Body of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt which was 
given for thee, and when they deliver the Cup, they 
ſay, The Blood of our Lord Jeſus Chriſt which was ſhed for thee, 
preſerve thy Body and Soul unto Everlaſting Life; (othat 
_ in ſoſaying of Us, as you do, you do either unwittingly mi- 
ſtake, or wittingly miſreport us. The ContradiGion, what 
1s, doth not lie betwixt V- and Scripture, but betwixt #4 and 
J0n,who take the Words in a Groſs CarnalSenſe, which con- 
tradids not only Senſe and _— , but Scripture it ſelf, in 
abundance of like Places in Expreſs Words, which cannot 
without many and-manifeſt Abſurdities be interpreted ac- 
cording to that Interpretation, which you of the Church of 
Rome put upon theſe Words. 

Give me leave therefore to enlarge my ſelf a little upon 
the Reaſon, why I thus 1;»2it the one Propoſition, and de- 
#5 the other of your S;/ogiſm. 

I ſay then, That the D/e and Exd of Scripture is not al- 
ways to be underſtood according to the Letter, but does 
admit many times of other variety of ſences, viz. Metaphors, 
Altegories, and other Figurative and ſymbolical meanings z 
and that ſuch In;erpretations are uſed and allowed by the 
Holy Writers themſelves,and by the Fathers of the Church 
and by all learned and ſound Expoſitors of Scripture; and 
theretore. by conſequence that ſuch Iterpretations cannot 
be ſaid to be plainly contradifory to the expreſs words of ſcri- 
pture,, but do rather by explaining them tree them from 
Contradidion, which otherwiſe they would be liable to, 
and conſequently do not fruſtrate, but highly anſwer the 
End and Qſeof Scripture. And ſuch is Our Interpretation of 
theſe Words, This is my Body, according to the Analogy of 
Faith, and the known and approved Rules of expounding 
and underſtanding-Scripturez which kind of Infterpretati- 
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mrto a'thouſand Abſardities and ContradiFions, deceptions 
of ſence and paralogiſms of Reaſor, as may appear through- 


our'the whole Bible, in all both its Eftorical and Myſteri-- 


0x7 parts. I ſhall content my ſelf at prefent, with a recital 
of ſome like paſſages I have mentioned to you before.Chriſt 
fays of himſelf, I am the Vine, the one calls him the 
Branch, St, Jews Baptif aftirms him to be the Lamb, and 
St. Paul fays of him, that #hat Rock was Chriſt. Theſe you 
know are the expreſs words of Scripture.. How, dear Sir, do 
you of your Churchunderſtand theſe words, Literally or Fi- 
guratively? Was Chrilt travſubſtantiated into theſe things,by 
whoſe Names he is called? or they into him? And if We are 
allowed (for indeed we cannot do otherwiſe withany ſence) 
to make figurative Interpretations of ſuch expreſſions as theſe 
which We meet with up and down every where in God's 
Word ; how comes it to be Hereſie and a Capital Crime in 
Us to apply the like Interpretation to this Place alfo? or, 
what Anthority can you produce, why thts Paſſage ſhould 
not be interpreted in like manner as thoſe others are, e- 
ven by your ſelves, as well as by # : So that your Sylogiſn 
is out of doors, and of no force at all, unleſs you will 
grant, that thoſe other Places are fo to be underſtood alſo, 
according to the Letter and the Expreſs Words; or elle, 
bring ſome better Reaſon, than for ought I ſee, you are 
Willing or Able to bring 3 for as yet you have brought 
none at all, why theſe Words here ſhould not be under- 
ſtood in a Figurative and Myſtical Sence, as thoſe others, 
which are no leſs Expreſs than theſe are. Wherefore your 
ſaying, That Chriſt having Excepted only the Bleſſed Sa» 
crament from the Depoſition, and conſequently , I ſup- 
poſe you mean the certainty of Sexſes, He left all other 
things ſubje& to them is but Pettis Principii, a begging 
of the Queſtion : For Chriſt ſays no more here for Except- 
ing the Sacrament, than he ſaid in any of thoſe fore-cited 
places; and therefore if We may believe Our Senſes 1n all 
things elſe, but only where Chriſt has Excepted, We may 
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as well, and with as much reaſon, believe them herein the 
" Matter of the Sacrament, as in thoſe other Inſtances, there 
bejtig no. other Exception here than there is there; and 
conſequently. We may make the ſame Interpretation of theſe 
Words, This is my Body, as we do with full allowance, 
make of thoſe, I am the Vine, Chriſt was that Rock ; that 
is, that in the ſame ſence that he was a Vire and that Rock, 
ſo the Bread in the Sacrament is His Body, viz. not in a 
Literal or Carnal, but in a Spiritual or Myſtical ſence ; 
and that with no more Violence or Injury, much leſs Con- 
tradition to the Expreſs Words of Scripture in one place 
than another ; which if you could have ſhewn any diffe. 
rence betwixt the one and the other, I judge by the pains 
your have taken in this Argument, that you are not ſo 
negligent but that you would not have failed, (as indeed 
you have) to have done. "oj 
Your diſcourſe of Miracles will be better reſerved till 
Our-next Meeting 3 as alſo I willingly paſs by the Flouts 
and unbeſeeming Speeches you fling up and down at the 
Biſhop, as thinking it ſufficient to have ſhewn the inſuffici- 
ency of your Sylogiſm, which you retorted upon His with 
ſo much confidence, as if it were unanſwerable;. and by 
this means to Juſtifie ovr own Izterpretation of theſe Words, 
This is my Body, and to leave you to the proof of yours, 
which having done no better than you have, your flo- 
giſmyou conclude with ſtands you in little ſtead ; for what- 
ever you can ſay againſt them, the Sexſes are and will be 
. Competent Judges about their own proper ObjeFs : For his 
Diſciples Senſes were certain, that when Chriſt expreſly 
ſaid, I am the Vine, and St. Paul ſays, Chriſt was that Rock, 
that Chriſt was not a Vize nor a Rock, as our Sences are, 
that the Bread is not his Body in your ſence, in a groſs, 
carnal manner, though we do believe alſo thoſe Expreſs 
Words of Scripture,to be abſolutely true, thar Chriſt is the 
Vire, and was that Rock St. Paul ſpeaks of z and that the 
Bread in the Sacrament is his Body, and all this Really and 

Truly, but Myſtical and Spiritually. | 
Th: 
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The Vindication of the Argument drawn from 
Senſe, againſt Tranſabſtantiation. 


SIR, 

T is not a little wonder to me, that you ſhould put your 
ſelf upon a T&44,'to which God has not called you ; For 
you lay, Had he called you to it, he would have endowed . 

Jeu with a greater ſirengthof Mind and Body, @ (arger extent 
of know/edg, and more leiſure from other imploywents than you 
have. Theſe I confeſs, are ſuch ag ara, 7h as might 
have deterred another Man from ſuch an Undertaking , 
but ſeeing how you acquit your ſelf ig it, it is well for you, 
that God has endowed you with other imployments. You 
know not, .youſay, why the Biſhop ſhould ſtile his Adver- 
aries Pamphlet , #«rthileſs ; andyou your ſelf, in your 
Preface before this Review, call him, The Nameleſs Author 
of an Obſcure Pamphlet , whoſe Merits are as Obſcure as his 
Perſon, Nameleſs. Thus you ſay, and all that the Biſhop 
ſays, is, The Nameleſs Author of worthleſs Pamphlets, Either, 
you are very Caprioxs, ſure, who ſay as much as the Biſhop 
does, nay more than he does, yet ſeem to be offended; or 
isit, that he being One of your party, is out of the Biſhops 
Jariſdiftion? And therefore, though you may chaſtiſe 
him, yet rhe Biſhop muſt not ; or elſe, if this be not, you 
are mighty Forgerful, togrant a Thing in one Page, and 
to deny it; or, which is all one, to queſtion it, -in the 

NEXT. + Hg 
The Firſt thing in that Pamphlet, is, a Diſtinition of Mi- 
racles, that fome are Sexſible, others Inſenſible , or, as he 
ſays, ſay you, Some are Motrves to Faith, others Objedts of 
Faith, but where he lays ſo, you do not tell us. I do not 
-M meet 
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rgeet with theſe Words ia that Account the Biſhop gives of 
him, and you-your- ſelf ſay, You never ſaw the Book to 
yourknowigh, Whence had you them then ? or how 
came you to quote him for them, who yet never ſaw. his 
Book ? Well ! what he could not, belike you will, at the 
Rate you prove every thing, prove that there are ſenſible 
Miracles, You inſtance in Chriſt's Nativity, Reſurretion, 
and his going into the Room where his Diſciples were, 
the Doors being ſhut, though all are not agreed about this 
laſt, Theſe were AMiraculows things, but how 7nſenſible, 
* doyou ſay ? becauſe not perceived by the Sexſe, while 
they. were a doing ? If Miracles ſhould be done (o, it 
might be a Queſtion whether they were Afracles ornogIt 
is enough that the Thing done be perceived, not the manner 
of doing it. As when he turned water into Wine, the Ser- 
vants knew it was #atey before, and they and' the Gueſts 
perceived by their Tafte, that now it was Wine ; but how 
it was turned from Water, into Wine, they did not know ; 
only their Senſes were convinced,that that which had been 
water, was now really Wine, and thereupon their Under- 
ſtanding was convinced alſo, That it was the effect of a 
Supernatural, Divine, Almighty Power : And certainly, 
4#f their Sexſes firſt, and then their #ndertanding had mot 
been ſo convinced , they would never have owned it for 
a Miracle, Have you any ſuch thing to ſhew im your 
Tranſubſtantiation ? For, though the Manner of doing may, 
and perhaps muſt be 7»ſenſible, that is, imperceptible to 
the Senſes, in the working of 4/7racles, yet ho Thing done, 
the Effe&t wrought in and by that Miracle, is, and muſt be 
Senſible, or elſe, it will hardly paſs Muſter for a Miyacle, 
Chriſt, at his. Birth, was proclaim'd by Angels, ſeen by 
Shepherds, &c. After his Reſurre#ion he ſhewed himſelf 
ſeveral time $tohis Diſciples, to evince the Truth of it , 
when he came into them, the Doors being ſhut , they ſaw 
bim there with their eyes, after his miraculous entrance, 
actually 
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acually preſent among them. And fo, the Woman that 
wascured of the /ſſue of Blood, ſhe her lelf, at the inſtant, 
and athers too afterward, perceived that Me, was cured , 
and was not his caſting out of Devils Senſible ? Did not 
the By-ſtanders perceive by a preſent change of the Parry, 
and ſometimes by the conteſſion of the Evil Spirits them- 
ſelves, or at leaſt, by the following Effects, that they were 
turned out.of poſſeſſion ? But hold ! you do not under- 
ſtand, I perceive, what Sexſible and 1»ſerſible is, according 
to the true ſence of the Werds,for ſpeaking out of Jobn 21. 
of the great number of Miracles, which are there ſaid to 
have been done by Feſws, which are no where written, you 
ſay, 1t # Raſh to ſay, that all theſe were done in the fobe of 
many, there being wo Proofs for it in Scripture or Fathers , $0 
that it ſhould ſeem by this, you allow no Miracles to be 
Sexfible, but thoſe that are done publickly, i» the ſight of 
»4ny , and.intend that thoſe that are done in private are 
Inſenfible ; but this is quite from our Purpoſe , for by 
Senſible, we mean that which is Perceptible by our Senſes, 
whether the thing be done in Pwblick or in Private, it mat- 
ters not, and by ſenſible, we mean that which is imper- 
ceptible, that 'is, not that which is not actually perceived, 
but that which cannot be perceived by our Senles : For 
though a Hiracle may be wrought in private, ſoas to be 
concealed from all Witneſſes, ſo as no Body does perceive 
it, yet weare not therefore to ſay, it is /»ſenſible , becauſe, 
for all that, it was or might be in its own nature Percep- 
tible, that is, might have been perceived, if any one had 
been there. Yet in onething here, we are beholden to 
you, according to your manner of obliging ; for having 
paze 68. raxed it as an Erroneous Opinion of —_ 
that no M'racles are done, but in C be cane of Faith ; yet 


here, you your ſelf ſay Indefinitely (and in Our Zogzck, an 

Indefinite Propoſition is as good as an Univerſal) that the de- 

fie of the Evangeliſts in recording the Miracles of Chriſt , was 
M 2 
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that Men ſhould believe that Feſws is the Chriff, John 20. 31. 
And ſeeing they could not Record all his Mirucles, they choſe out 
chiefly lack 4s were publick, and moſt convincing, . 

You ſay, that the Proteftarts own, that God can preſerve 
Subſtance without Accidents, but you do not tell us, Who 
thole Proteſtants are, nor where they own it, and then 
you ask, Why cannot God ſeparate Accidents from Snbſtance, 
and ſupply by his Omnipotency, the want of a Subjett? If any 
Proteſtants (ay (o as you have made them to ſay, they might 
anſwer you, it is not the ſame Caſe , for the S»bſtance does 
not depend on Accidents, as the Accidents do on Subſtance, 
but it is your ſolemn Refuge to flee ro God's Omnipotence, 
which, though it can do all things that can be done; yer 
cannot Reconcile ContradiFioys; and: then to fay, thar 
herein is vo Conrr difFion, but only a particular Exception 
from I know not how many general Rules of Nature and 
Neceſſity againſt the Senſe of all Mankind in all things elle, 
and thus to argue, CEOS 2» 

Believe your Senſes in every Thing elſe, but not in the Sa-- 
crament, 

The ſame Body cannog be in two places at once, but Chriſt's 
Body may tn 4 thouſand. 

Quantity bath extenſion of parts in every thing elſe, but here 
it hath none, 

Accidents cannot exiſt without a Sabjeft, bat here they do, 
CC. 

For which, and ſeveral other Reaſons, and eſpecially 
for Two Reaſons, you ſay, Tranſubtantiation muſt needs be 
a Miracle , be it lo, but then it is one of your own Making, 
and that againſt all Poſſibility , and without any Uſe 1n the 
World, for that anſwer which our Saviour himſelf made 
(John 6.) tothePeople, who had entertained thoſe words 
of his, of Eating his Fleſh, and drinking his Blood, as you of 
the Church of Rome do, as ſpoken in a Literal, Groſs, Car- 
nal (ence, and were therefore offended at him ; The iſt 

| taith 
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faith he, profiteth nothing , My words are Spirit and Life, 
to ſhew, thatthoſe words of his were not intended by him, 
in a Carnal but a Spiritual ſence. And that that Chapter, 
and particularly thoſe words, Wnleſs ye eat my Fleſh and 
drink my Blood, do belong to the Sacramental participation 0 
the Body and Blood'of Chriſt, moſt of the Interpreters, ſonie 
of your own do agree ; and you your ſelf have acknow- 
ledgedp. 21. that the Old Carholicks grounded their givin 
the Communion to Infants, (which was a Dot#rine _ 
Pradtice of the Univerſal Church, as one of your own Men 
tells you, for Six Hundred years,) npon thoſe very words, 
Wnleſs ye eas the Body you have no Life is you, as a thing ne- 
ceffary to Salvation. 


— 


TheBiſhops Anſwer to F.Crefleys Letter. 


OU take notice, Mr. Reviſer, that theſe Three fol- 
lowing Pieces are great part of them perſonal,which 

kind of things, you ſay, whether true or falſe, may te let 
paſs without any prejudice to the Catholict Canſe : And 
indeed, no' Man of your imployments but your elf, 
but would have conſulted his. own, and his Rea- 
ders eaſe, and have let them paſs: You juſtifie your 
own Church whatever her Members be, and tell us, -that ' 
the Proteſt «wt Church cannot lo eaſily clear her (elf ; bur, 
ſay you, I do pot ſay this to excuſe any Fault with reaſ+y 
charged upon the perſons mentioned, (except the Gun-powader 
Plotters) which words let who will underſtand for me, for 
I do not z unleſs your meaning be, that they (the Gun-powaer 
Plotters) may be excuſed, as indeed you do excule them. 
As to Mr. Crefſey, there are ſeveral RefleQive Expreſſions 
io a Letter of his upon the Engliſh Cler2y, in the late Times, 


which the Biſb'p juſtly cenſures ; as this for One, That the 
Presbyterians 


$6 * The Reviſion Reviſed. 

Preslyterians conſtrained the whole Kingdoms to forſwear their 
Religion, by impoſing the Covenant, To this the Bijhop 
Anlwers, That it. muſt be the whole Kg: taking it, 
and not their impofing it; that muſt verity (uch an Aſler- 
ion ; you ſay, that the Propoſition, though it ſeem Univer- 
ſal, is only i#4efinite ; fo then, Aldid not take it, by your 
own Conceſſion z but what if the Majority did not take 
it ? I ay if moredid not take it than did take it 3 then the 
Propoſition, whether it be taken Mniverſally or indefinitely, 
is not true.. Again you lay, thatthe Kingdom, by anor- 
dinary Figure, is taken for the Governing part of it, (by the 
way it is well that you will allow of a Figure in any Cale, 
but -it is only when it may ſerve your own turn, fo = 
what is decreed oracted by That, may be ſaid to bedone 
by the Kingdome, but was that the whole Kingdome 2 or 
were thoſe Uſurpers ever owned by any Hon?ſt Men, that is, 
Church of*E ngland Men,or Loyal Subjetts,to be the Goverzours 
of the Kingdom? Mr. Creſſey however is beholden to 
you, for endeayouring to help him over the ſtile. Indeed, 
had Mr. Creſſey ſaid it in a bemoaning way, as Elias did in 
the ſame caſe, he would have been more excuſable, bur 
yet he might have had the ſame Anſwer given him as God 
gave to him, That there were ſeveral Thowuſaxds in our 
1ſracl at that- time, who had not bowed the knee to Baa!, 
that neither took the Covenaxt, nor complyed with the U- 
ſwrpation ; but being a Papiſt as you ſay, and ſpeaking the 
words by way of Reproach, he deſerv'd a Rebuke, 

His Second Crime, as you call it, ismuch of the like 
nature,. his ſaying, that the King was 4'moſt the only perſon 
that remained conjiant in his Religion, even to the hazard of 
his Eflate, and the loſs of his Life, To which the Biſhop Re- 
plies, that many Thouſanis were alike conſtant to it, and loſt 
their Efates, and Sacrificed their Lives for it ; which you, 
with a chagrin or a chicanery out of ſpite or ſport turn to 
Mr. Creſſey's advantage, by ſaying that he was almoſt the 

| only 
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only Man who ſuffered upon the ſcore of his Proteſtant 
Epiſope9, having intimated before, that had he not ſtuck 
only at the deſtru1&ion of the Biſhops, the demands of the 
Presbyterians ſeemed not (o intolerable to him, when time 
was, but that he might have complyed with them, for 
his own- Security. But this, Mr, Creſſey, who perhaps 
knew the ſtory better than you did, could not, would not 
ſay; for, to ſay it, is to fling dirt upon the Glories of our 
Rojal Martyr, who died in thedefence of our Religion and 
our Zews, without any ſuch bare reſpe& to the Biſhops 


Right, though that alſo, in his Princely and pious judg--. 


ment, he might chiak to be a very conliderable point, if 


not one of the chiefeſt , next to his Royal Prerogative, 


wherein our Religion and our Laws were concerned ; for 
it was his Father's Maxim before him, that No Biſhop, 
uo Kg. 

Thirdly, He (ays, that ſeveral of the Wiſeſt and Learnedeſt 
of the Kings Clergy were content to buy their ſecurity, by avo- 
lantary degrading of themſelves from their Offices and Titles, 
Fhe Biſhop does not, as ou ſeem to hint, limit that Term 
of the King's Clergy to the Biſhops alone, though Mr. Creſſey 
does own, that he reflefted principally upon the generality 
of the Biſhops, who negle&ted to Excommuniggte the Rebells, 
which he looks upon as the moſt proper and moſt neceſſary 
Fun#ivn of their Order, and did thereby, Gove he, ſignifie, 
that they voluntary ceaſed to be Biſhops, -As for Excommu- 
nication, that being a thing which bcloags to Juriſaition, 
I ſhall leave it tothe prudence of my Superiours, and beg 
your excule, if I pals it over in filence. 

A Fourth Exception againſt him is, that he affirms that 
it may be truly ſaid, that though many of Them ſuffered in 
extremity, yet it was not properly with an Eye to their Religion, 
bat rather their Fidelity and Loyalty 10 their Prince, Which 
the Biſbop ſays, was boldly and uncharitably ſaid, becauſe 
that he could not in truth ſay, that all of them didſo; 


nor 
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cor With ut, breach of Charity ſay,that any of them did fo ; 
and becauſe, though a Man do ſuffer for his Zoyaity, yer he 
may have an eye to 8e/zgion in ſo Suffering, eſpecially ſince 
Loyalty and Obedience to Our Soveraigs 1s a Part of Our 
Religion, whatever it be of yours, befides that thoſe Clerg y- 
mn whothus ſuffered, if they would have conſented to 
the bringing in of Presbyrery and the DireFory inſtead of 
Epiſco; acy and the Liturgy, might have enjoyed their Liber- 
ties and their Livings too, withour Renouncing their Lop- 
ality when time was. To all which you a»ſwer with a 
Scoff, and like an I2noramws-Jury-Man, bring in Mrs. 
Suſan innocent. . 

To what the Biſhop ſays, That Providence ſeem'd to have 
ſuffered, that thoſe Heroical Confeſlors ſhould be ejeited out of 
their Stations, that being diſperſed over the Nation, they might 
ſow the ſeed of Loyalty and Truth, You ask, Who ſowed the 
Seeds of Treaſon and Falſhood, of which there was ſuth ſtore, 
i hat it over-run the Nation, and are not as yet weeded out, Let 
meask you Sir , for you peradventure, at leaſt in ſome 
meaſure may be able to Anſwer your own Cueſtion ; 
Might not ſome of your Emiſſaries have a hand in that 
Work ? | 

To what Mr.'Creſſey ſays, that in the Catholick Church, 
Cenſures proceeding from Popes and Biſhops, Priſoners in 
Dungeons, would be dreadful to all under their Government. 
The Biſhop replyes, Why Clement VII. (having been made 
to ride backward upon an Als, and afterwards was im- 
priſoned by the Emperour Charles V. His Army ) did not 
Falminat: the Sentence of Excommunication againſt Him, if 
he had thought that ſuch a Fulmination would have been 
ſo dreadful to all under his Government as. the Emperour, 
being of the Roman Religion, was. You ſcarce take notice 
of it, but ſay, it # nothing to yoar Purpoſe, and though it be 
as little ro mine, and I did not think fit to meddle with it, 
as being out of my Sphere , yet if My Lord of Winton hath 

not 
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not already ſatisfied you, Ido promile you, that upon your 
giving an Account why your J1z/allible Father did not 
Excommunicate Charles V. having lo great a provocati- 
on as he had to do it, and it being lo uſual for the Charr to 
vindicate it (elf in that Way, againſt the affronts of 
Princes, I will endeavour to give you latisfation, why 
Our Engliſh Biſhops in the late Wars, neg/ected their Of- 
fice in not Excommunicating the Rebe! Parliament and 
Army. ; 

What the Biſhop ſays, that Mr. Creſſey may truly confeſs, 
that this whole Paſſage was put into his Book by another 
Hand, withour his knowledge, and that, as he was forced 
toown it in his firſt, ſo he was not permitted to Retrad or 
Correct it in his ſecond Edition , you charge with bringing 
Three Odious Accuſations, partly againſt the Beneaittties, 
pry againſt Mr, Creſſey, and partly againſt Both. Now 

underitand why you call him all the way, Mr. Creſſey, 
and Crecy, and not Father Creſſey, for his being a Bene- 
diine, and not of the Society, though that be an Antient 
Grave Order too, youſay. But why Odious Accuſations 
do youcall them ? For firft, the B[ſhyp ſays, As he was cre- 
dib'y informed, the Thing wes done ſo, as he there ſays, and 
therefore that Mr. Creſſey may confeſs it tr#ly ; but then, 
S$ condly, Why do you look upon this as ſuch a heinous 
thing, were it only Su{pit/on and Gveſs, and not Information, - 
when you cannot but know that it is unuſuale thing 
among all your Orders, be they never (ſo Grave or Holy, to 
do ſuch things, without thinking it Corruption or Falſbeod ; 
ſince, by your own Confeſfion, none of thoſe Orders can, 
or at leaſt, will do any thing, but by Conſent of his S»pe- 
rioars, And this for Mr. Creſſey, or, if you will, Father 
Creſſey, 


The 
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The Biſhop's Sermon before the King, No= 
vember the 5 1667. 


Mr, Reviſer, 

Y Ou know November the 5th is Our Anniverſary Feaſt 
which*we keep in memory of Our deliverance from 

that Horrid Popiſh Conſpiracy, which we otherwiſe call 
Gun-Powaer Treaſon, as We allo do keep Fanuary the 3oth, 
for an Anniverſary Faft, in Memory and Deteſtation of that 
Execrable Murder committed upon Our Koya! Martyr 
King Charles I. So that you ſee Our Engliſh Nation is Im- 
partial in its Reſentments on buth hands, againſt Popiſb. 
Plotters and Phanatick Rebels, With this Aggravation 
on this (ide, that Our SeFaries were permitted by a Righ- 
Feous God to do that which by a Merciful God your Feſuits 
were prevented in thedoing, though had that Conſpira- 
cy taken Effect, as it would have been more direful in the 
Execution, (0 it would have had at leaſt as diſmal! Conſequen- 
ces, Youdo allow cf Feſtival Days on ſuch Occaſions, 
but then you ſay, hey ſbould be ſpent in conſidering the danger 
Mcn were in, their inability to Avoid it, and God's Mercies in 
Diſcovering and Diſqppointing it, then Thanking God for his 
Help in overcoming it, and praying him to continue his Prote- 
fion, This I hope We do without your Admonition, 
and I am afraid that our very doing ſo, is that which of- 
fends you. For pray tell me, How can we conſider the 
danger we were in, but by telling the Truth of the Story ? 
How can We Commemorate God's Mercy ts ws, but by & - 
claring the wonderful! Manner, how the Helliſh Plot was dil- 
covered, and the Fatal Blowdiſappointed ? And how can 
we exped to have his rratedion continued, unleſs we ſtand 
| upon 
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upon our Guard againſt thoſe Impious and Treeſonow Prin- 
ciples and Do&rixes, upon which ſuch Yidsnvons Deſigns are 
Founded, and by which ſuch Treiterowe Prattices are 
Encouraged ? But ſay you , #9 make themſelves Worthy of 
this Bleſſing of God's Protetion, Men muſt be ſorry for their 
Offences, and Keſolve not to Offend again, *Tis true what 
you hint, that Our Si#s are our Greateſt Foes, but chough 
thoſe Sins may provoke God to delert us indeed, will they 
excuſe ſuch wicked Criminals, as thoſe Plotters were ? or 
ought they to make us leſs Wary againſt the Wicked ang 
Treacherow Attempts of our other Enemies Or 1s it your 
drift, that you would have us turn our Thenksgiving Day 
into a Day of Humiliation? You ſeem to Propheſie luch a 
Thing, by Preaching to our Parſons out of CAmoz, that 
God will t#rn our Feaſts into Mourning ; and out of Malachi, 
that he will ſpread the dung of their Solemn Feaſts, (the 5thof 
November eſpecially ) upon their Faces, And what is that 
Dung, (ſay you) but when theſe Feaſts are Occaſions, not to 
Praiſe Goa, but mop his Servants, when Men, in them, in 
lieu of Magnifying his Me! cy, provoke his Fuſtice, and deſerve 
the Miſchief they bave eſcaped, by uncharitable Inveitives 
againſt Innocents? And what 4 Prodigious Quantity of this 
Dung « found in Our Gan-Powder Sol:mnity, you lay, is Evi- 
dent to any Man, who ſees the Sermons made on that Occaſion , 
And fo you fay of this Sermon of the Biſhops, that great pars 
of it is Cent in Charginz that Horrid Plot on Perſons certainly, 
or at leaſt, probably Innocent, and your Religion it ſelf. T be- 
ſeech you #ir, Were they not Popiſts that were Contrivers 
of that Horrid Plot ? Were not Fox, Cateſby,Garnet, and the 
Reſt, ofthe Church of Rowe 2 and were they who ſuffered 
for that Plot, do you thiak in Earneſt, as you (aid at firlt 
expreſly they were /nnocent , or certainly, or at leaſt probably 
Inwecext, as you mince the matter afterwards? Certainly, 
at leaſt probably, you would have it thought ſo, and as to 
your Religion, may not we PG upon it Pringyie 
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and Dof#rines of Diſloyalty, if your own Books and Authors 
may be credited ? It would methinks, have become a Man- 
of your Learning and Diſputacity to have Anſwered that 
Book of the Biſhop of Lincoln, wherein he hath given a full 
Account, . from your ſelves, what the Sentimeats of your 
Church and Religion are in this matter ; rather than ro have 
concerned your ſelf ſo meanly in One Single Sermon, But 
it is our Miniſtry you complain of,the Fot- Headed Prophets, 
who Alarm the people inta the hatred of Popery , and 
Sermons you would have Prohibited, as well as Boxfires , 
for ſay you, Theſe Gunpowder Sermons Preach the people into 
Gunpowder, and then a little Spark is enough to. ſet them on 
Fire, and blow all to pieces, If there. be any ſuch 
Miniſters that throw Sq#ibs and Crackers in their Pupits, I 
am not to Anſwer for any one's #ndiſcreet zeals, but this is 
certain, that our Religion, as by Law Eſtabliſhed, nay, 
Church and State-both, ſtands in alike danger betwixt 
both the Feſwitedand the Phanatick Principles and Parties, 
and it concerns every Faithful Paſtour of the Flock to warn 
them of ſuch Principles : Nor dol fee how the thing can. 
be avoided, eſpecially in the Solemn Commemoration of 
thoſe miſchiefs which were intended againſt us by the oxe 
or the other Party': And therefore, 1 do not believe your 
Prepoſat 'will take, or your Pray-:r be heard; That Gd 
would tir up Publick Authority to flop the Preacher's Mouths, 


You ſay, in the Sixteen firſt Pages of this Sermon there 
are ſome flips, it is a wonder that you would let them 
flip, and nor acquaint your Reader with them, for you 
ſeldome {lip any advantage which you- miy with the 
leaft probability take hold of. Ore you take notice of. I 
ſhall examine 1t the rather, that the Keader may ſee what 
a Critick you are, and how dextrousat finding Faults.. The. 
Paſſage in the Biſhops Sermon ſtands thus ; The occaſion of 
theſe words-(God. is not the Author of Coufuſion) wes the 

Diſorder, 
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Diſorder, Fattion, and Confuſion, which St. Paul ſaw with his 
own” eyes to be the effetts of ſuch Seditions PotFrines, as were 
brought into the Church and City of Corinth by the Seducers of 
the times, Youſay you take this tobe a Slip, toſay, that 
St. Pawl (aw it with his own eyes, when St. Paw lays him- 
ſelf, x Cor, I. 11. He: heard it from thoſe of Chloe, Well 
Sir, but may not a Man See a thing, and Hear it too? 
Again, Seeing is taken for all manner of Knowing, eſpe- 
Clally,by Experzence , (0 that whata Man has an undoubred 
knowledge and expericnce of, he may be ſaid properly 
enough, to See with his owneyes, For what is it that the 
Bijhop lays, St. Paul- ſaw with his own eyes 2 Why, he ſaw 
Diſorder, Fattion, and Confuſion to be the effetts of Seditions 
Dottrines z as we (ce with our own eyes, Plots and Conſpi- 
races, ſuch as this days was, and the Depoling and Mur- 
dering of Kings, and the like, to be the effects of the like 
Doctrines. Further had the Biſhop indeed quored that. 
Text, which ſays, that he heard it from thole of Chlce, or 
ſo much as ſer it in his Margin, then it might have look't 
like a Slip, but the Bſbop ſpeaks of St. Paul, that he 
knew it, as very likely. he might, by his own Obſervation, 
as well as that Repor, 

You c'ear the Do&rines of your Church from prompting 
the CAd&ors, by experience; Let that, (ay you, decide the 
Cauſe, wo's me! that's a weak buſinels, for, are there not 
Proteſtant Kings, that are as much tozeured} and Obeyed by 
their Subjects, as much Be/aved by their Friends and Allies, 
and Fear'd by their enemiecs;. as any Catholick Kings are, or 
have been ? Popery, you lay, teaches to obey both Prelate and 
Prince ; I, andthe Prelate above the Prince, and againſt 
the Prence too; I; and that Obrazence which has been paid 
to «the Pope, has ſo weakned that to the Prince, that the 
Crofier has broke the Scepter , as not only Engiiſh Hiſtory,bur 
the Experience alſo of othec Countries will teltify ; yer you 
have the Confidence to tell us, as from the Common —_ , 
| tnat. 
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that without & doſe of Popery, or Popiſh Principles, our Mo- 
narchy can never arrive to its former Vigour, What that 
Common Voice is, and what that doſe of Popery, you know 
your own meaniug beſt , I have nothing to do. with it. 

For the Pope's Supremacy, over Kings themſelves, even in 
Temporals, the Biſhop quotes ſeveral of your own great 
Authors, not only Steuchus, Bellarmine, but Baronius, and 
all your Caſ»ifs, and the whole Tribe of Feſwi#s ; ro whom 
you vouchſafte no Anſwer, -only by calling them Hard 
Opinions, and ſaying, that they being no Rules of your Faith, 
you pals them by, and ſeem to grant the poznt, which 
yet Bellarmine, the Biſhop tells you, calls the Foundation of 
the Catholick Religion. You do by this give us ſome hope, 
that you and other Papiſts may take the Oath of Supremacy, 
as We Proteſtants doto the King. 

Thoſe Two ns yr that _ Rp and 
depoſed by the Pope may be, not only deſerted, but deftroyed b 
7 eh ets, dr | 6 all li rhe oarksr ; oe. 
have over their people is derived from the people, and may be 
_ by the people, to be Transferred where the Pope ſhall 
think fit ; you cunningly wave, as thinking it not prudent 
for you to give your opinion, though Bellarmine and all 
the Order of Feſu:ts hold it. | | 

The Biſhop gives ſhrewd Reaſons, why the Clergy was 
Forbidden to Marry , that they might have no Obligation of wife 
and Childrex, which other Men = to endear them to their 
Country , and why they are Exempred from Secular Juriſ- 
aiftion, that they might be wholly at the Pope's Devotion , 
which Reaſons we mult be content with, till you, out of 
your Divines and Controvertiſts, furniſh us with better, 

The Dodtrines of Equivncation, and Mental Reſervation, 
of Papal Diſpenſation, and of keeping no Faith with Here? 
ticks, you ſlightly paſsover, ſaying, it is fuff fir for Oates 
his Narrative, and Appeal to Experience, which is ſure to 
condemn you, | | 

Of 
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Of the 7naiſpenſable Obligation of your Prieſts, to conceal 
what they Hear in Confeſſion, which 1s ſo Horrid a Doftrin? 
as King Fames obſerves, that no Prince or State canbe ſafe, 
where there are ſach Confeſſors ; you ſay,that the Secret of Con- 
feſſion may bring 4 Ruffian to diſcover his damnable Intention to 
a Prieſt, by whom he may be diverted, (or encouraged, you 
might ſay,) or the miſchief prevented, (or furthered and 
Sanctified, you might ſay, in ſuch a Cale asthat was of 
Frier C/ement, and Rivil; ich.) 

Now Mr. Reviſer, have not you fairly Acquitted your 
ſelf, ro ſet down in the Contents of your 18th Seftion, No 
Seditious DotFrines in the Charch of Rome ; and yet, among 
thoſe Eight, which the ziſhop objects to your Church, to 
give no Anſwer at all to ſome, and lo pitiful Anſwers as 
you doto the reſt ? 

Concerning Pexal Laws made againſt Papiſts, the Biſhop 
has ſaid enough for their Juſtification,and T ſaid ſomewhat 
my ſelf inthe oe are z and that Yaunt or Boaſt of yours, 
that you brouzht Chriſtianity to the Engliſh N_ation, &c. hath 
been already diſproved ; and there needs no more to be 
ſaid, then only to tell you, that you and I, and all Engliſh- 
men,whatever, whereever they be, and of what Religion 
ſoever they be, were Born Subjet#s to the Crown and Govern- 
ment of England, and Gremials of the Church of England ; 
and therefore, if any ſuch do, contrary tothe Laws of 
our Nation, go abroad, and in their Foreign Elucation, © 
abandon the Principles of Loyalty and Obedience; which 
every good Snbje and Chriſtian ought to have for his King 
and his Charch, (by taking in quite contrary Principles ) 
and then come back again into his Native Comntry, contra- 
ry to the ſame Laws,todiſturb the Peace of his C— by 
giving Afﬀeronts and diſquiets to the Government of Churcls- 
and State ; what other can they expe; or what other 
courle can be taken then to have the Penalties of thoſe 
Laws, by which onr Peace is ſecured, tobe inflited on 
ſuch. wilful degenerate Offenders ?. The 
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The Bifbop of Winton's Letter to Her 
ROYAL HIGHNESS. 


Ou ſeem very much ſurpriſed, Mr. Reviſer, to ſee 
this Letter made Publick, and thar for Two Reaſons 
The Biſhip himſelf hath in the Preface to his Treatiſe: given 
very good reaſon for it. Ore of your Reaſons is, the 
Character the Biſhop bore, of being C:#f«{j:r 10 Her as you 
call it : Well, he had been Her Tutor and D:r- For, call it 
you what you will, What then ? There ought to be, (ay 
* YOu, 45 great 4 Freedome betwixt Confeſlyr and Penitent, 
a to the Soul, as betwixt Man and Wile, as to the Body. 
This, I muſt tel! you, is a pretty S:mz/s-ude, which perhaps 
ſome may ſmile at, and ſome b!/uſh. This I iberty, you lay, 
z#r much check*d with the thought that ſu.h a thing may become 
Publick , but Sir, it was long before this Letter was either 
Publiſhed orWritten.that rhe Biſbyp had quir that Relation 
ro Ker : Befides there is no Sec:et in it; that Her R. H, 
were She living, could not be offended with the Publi- 
cation g for it had been 1own-Talk before, and the biſhep 
writ co Her, purpolely out of Service, that, if poſſible, he 
might vindicate Her from that Scandal;and that he Publiſh- 
ed it at laſt he was obliged ro it in his own defence. Indeed 
had it been a Lexter of Her R. F. to the Biſhop, v ou might 
have hid ſomething to lay, but what hurt in Printing 
a Letter of Advice and good Counſel ; and if She would 
not, or did not take it, others now may perhaps, Your 
other Reaſen of Surpriſe, is, that it doth i 4 manner Confirm 
the report of Her being a Papiſt , To lay, in a manner, ſaves 
you ſomewhat. There was ſuch a report indeed, but this 
7 etter only acquainted Her R, H. with that report, but 
doth not at all Cofirm zt, but leaves it as doubtful Rill, as 
ever 
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ever it was ; nay, gives us'a probable Argument She was not 
a 'Papiff,” becauſe we read in the Zerrer, that the laſt time, 
before the Writing of it, that the Biſhop had any diſcourſe 
with Her R. H, of things of this Nature, the did ſeriouſly 
affirm 'to him, that never any Prieft of rhe Church of 
Rome hadeever been ſo bofd, as to enter into any diſcourſe of 
Religion with' Her, and did, at the ſametime, promi'e 
che 3ſbip, that if *dny of them ſhould at any time be (0 
bold, 'She would acquaint him (the Biſhop) with it : Which 
She never having done, it does nor appear from this Zezter, 
gor from any thing elſe, that I know, that She was a Papift , 
and yer you who -are” fo much ſurpriſed at it,and ſa much 
concern'd forthe Secrets of Princes,take the Story, hand over 
head, for granted, and cannot. forbear in ſeveral places of 
yourBovk to ſhew your ſatisfation. And why do you,as any 
ongyould think ou do, believe it your (elf, or make any 
more” words of it, bur that you would have it believed by 
orhiers, 'and* then lay the blame upon: the Publication of 
this eter, which ſays no ſuch thing, but rather the 
contraty, | 
Your Anti Haman is ſuch another Man ! W hat faith he ? 
erd Jem? to be os minch difference betwixt the Spiritual Food 
which Souls Yeceive in th# Catholick Church; and that of 
Proteſtants, «« there is betwixt 4 Nogritare a Child receives 
Sucking a 'Breaſt ftretched with Milk, and that he gets by 
Shcking, a ' Aoiſtned Finger. Anunbappy Allufion ! Did he 
parry thoſe Chilares, which you told''us, when they re- 
iv d the Communion, the Prieft dipt his Finger in the 
Cb/t, and pur it into their Mouths ro Suck ? or does he 
mean-thoſe people, who like w4!/tham Calves go to hear 


Prayers 'in an Y»known Tongue, and'come home again as 
Wie" Lcd went? What you ſay df -ottr Proteſtant 
Miniftery, what Tpecial directory they are, 'is filly and 
ho Cuſhion: You know not ' what their Methods 
they need none of yours. 

Q 
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From the Charaer of Her R. H. Extraordinary good 
Underſtanding, you ay, Sbe might eaþly diſcover, #bat.the 
Devil was not |þ We 4s he was Painted ; meaning .Popery : 
Which is an expreſſion, that ſome of yotur Adverſarzes will 
away with well en and hardly ay of your Friends 
will thank you for:: Though you area little Unfortunate 


ſpmetimesin that, kind ; for yau had ſaid but a little before 

inthe ſame Page, that the people of Exzg/ard would never 
lin diſcourſing of Religion, tillzbey Talk'd themſelves either 
- into Athciſm or Popery. Are thole Two then lo O Je 


| 
ard to diflingyilh and 


tt | 
Courſedo 


: V.OAT YU. BANEr,. DE It A, 
wiJl,l ſhall only oppoſe ſome few, of phe gore on, 
yader, his.own, hang'; <4: this, Diſcourſe EvSN Es is 
(they are the Biſbop*s.0wn, Words; Thaye themin Wri 

to ſhew). 4s tv prove and make me be eve, that the Repprt of 
being Wavering is. Hey Religion , or inclinable to Popery, 
was i ſer, 49. She [aid J (bow ſpe by Her reachving 4 
pel at. Whitchall, as .She aia.: vid: tbe Letter yt felf as 218) 
I rinted in my Brok, And what do you gather hegce? 3,7 'u 

S 


K- \ The Revifion' Reviſed. 95 

She "1041 really inclined to be's Catholiek. * 2, That the Biſhop 
knew this Inclinatin, Ny, over'the Leaf, you ſty; he owned 
# ; which, for ovghr appears by this Ze#trer, are both- tt- 
terly Falſe, 3, That he endeaumred\ to divegt her from it, 
chiefly upon Temporal Intereſt. © 4. That either he, or ſome body 
1aviſed her to diſſemble, und grifel hey ſelf « Proteſtant, 
theaghfhe were not fb. And laftly,” That ſhe was tor Gererons 
tbr fr iohted with [ach Bug«Bears, Arid thus you ' fay ; rhis 
Letter Confirms the Report of Her being a Papift, and thus 
I ſay, #t this Rate, you; or any Body may gather Qmidliber 
ex Quolibet, any Hg ot of atiy thing ; and thus tos, 
this Letter tray, if a Witty Man, ds you te, Had ir tn hatid; 
Confirn) the Biſhop's atid my being Papi, and -your beidg: 
4 Proteſtant , nay, which is more, a Trae Proteſtant , for 
your fo Confident Believing, that Her &, H, was a ®apv, 
as your True Porfeftmnits do Believe She was; and for' your 
Eagerneſs in impolitg rhe Belief upon others and for yout 
Triumphing over the poor Church' of Z»z!ard, becauſe 
ſhe was fo, if you Belieye and Say aright. 


2h. 


BY PTERRITTH TT | 
The Biſbop of Winton's Letter, in Anſwer 
toa Letter of a Roman Prieſt to Him. 

V E are now come to Our /a# Stage, which Iam 

-V 'Y forry you have madeſo ſhore, M. Reviſer , for 
Fbegin now to grow in Love with your Company. I am 
ſorry, Tay, that you have thought fit: to paſs over the 
Regwlar Priefls Letter tothe Biſhop, which occaſioned this 
Letter of the Biſhops to him, becauſe therein many Matters 
of" Religion ate diſcourſed, a great deal concerning the 
Charh of Rome, and (evteral of the DofFrimes Controverted be- 
twixryou and us debated , and eſpecially thatwhich One 
would have thought ſo Zealous a' Carholrek as you are, 
| O 2 would 
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would not ſo tamely have put up, .the Power and Jari 
diftion of your Churchcalled toan Account, and above.-all, 
the Church of England Vindicated in Her Separation, and 
Acquitted from Schiſm and Hereſie , which all the way, 
throughout your ſeveral Treatiles, hath. been One of your 
Main Buſineſſes , with. the greateſt Violence to Charge 
upon Her. Theſe Conſiderations One might have imagined, 
would have Engaged you, belides your Promiſe in your 
Title Page, to Reviſe Dr. Morley's Judgment in Matters of 
Religion , which Judgment of His, as tothe Prieſts Letter, 
he hath fufficieatly made known, by Approving it ſo far 
as to publiſh it, agd inſert itin His: Own Treatiſes, But 
Sir, you are Wile, and know your Own Reaſons, why you 
would not Meddle with this Prieff, whoever bcbe, only 
your Reader, having no Account from you, why you make 
this Baulk, may be furprized, and think peradyenture, 
there is more #247 than you are:Willing ſhould be known , 
and.yet; One may the more Wonder at this Omilſon, of 
yours, that a Writing of One that had been of your.own Com 


muxion, wherein there is ſo much of Religion argued: to 
your diſadvantage, ſhould eſcape your Caofre, and yet 
you ſhould take-upwith the 5iſbop's 'Lerter.in .Anſwer,'to 
; that, which Treats lictle at all of Rel igion, but only upon 


Church of &/-e,and the Church of E-g/ard,duth give him 
Friendly'and Prudent' Advice to come over into the Pro- 
teftant Communion ; And why Tem; aral Motives may not, 
y”=_ a Prufentiat Account, be uſed allo, as well as Spiritu- 

, which you ſay,- you Papi/fts are {o good at, in Catching 
of Proſelztes, be uſed in ſuch a_Perſwaſive , neither I, nor 
you,can tellwhy they may not, ſy, be-uced - 

What Account you give of the Pri:ff, I am not con- 
cerned , only, I capnort but: take Notice, that you' call 
' him, Poor Man, and withio'a Line or Two, ſay, He has bro- 
ken his Yow of Poverty ; but poſſibly you call hig ſo, by 
way 


the Prieſt” = declaration of his ſenſe concerning .the 
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way of Troy, meaning, that ia Compariſan of you, he is a 
pitiful Fellow, and ſo muchyour Inferiour, that he 
ſerves no Regard from you, nor afly thing what be ſays. 
For at length, you come to determine of him, that he has 
no Religion , If be ſo, then I confels , he is hardly worth 
the talking with, or talking of : You bring this Reaſon for 
your ſaying, that he hath no Religiop, For, ſay you, 4s « 
Chimera cannot have 4 a. in Rerum Natura, ſo there ca7 
weither be an Entity Compoſed of Contradit#ions, nor a Religi- 
ON, for the ſame Reaſon. God Bleſs us from theſe Chimer«'s / 
Have a Care Sir ! ifthis be true, What is became of Tras- 
ſubſtantiation ? It ſeems by you, that it is grown a Chimera, 
and ſo there is no ſuch _ in Rerum Natw's, as being 
Compoſed, and made up of ſo many Centradidtions. 

The Biſbip has made Three Periods of Time, as to the 
Church of RK-me , The S:cond of them he determines to be 
All that interval of Ages, from the Church of Rome's begin- 
ning to fall from her Primitive Parity and Integrity, both in 
Dottrinue and Worſbip, until the Time of Leo X. or watil the 
Counciis of Lateran avd Trent, this Interval of Time, he 
Reckons from the Firſt Pope, who took upon him the Title of 
Univerſal Biſbop, and makes it to Amouat to little leſs than 
4 Thouſand Tears ; All the Time then before this, was the 
Firſt Period, all the Time ſince, the 7hird Period, What 
can be more plain ? But you ſay, this Second Age is yet to 
come, the Pope having never yet taken the Title of Vnt+ 
verſal Biſbop, and ſo I remember you ſay ſomewher& elle. 
(Revif, p. 114+); Itis ſtrange, that you alane ſhoufd Run 
Counter to all your Fellows, that you ſhould take from 
his Holineſs that which they All give him, and that which 
Entitles the Pope himſelf to an Haiverſa! Authority and 
Twriſdiftion, and that upon which his Supremacy depends. 
For, how can you pretend him to be the Headof the C hurch, 
or Chriſs Vicar,what will become of the Papal Monarchy,if 
the Pope be not Univerſal Biſbop and Paſtor ? To go no o_ 

gion og . Face 
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cher for proof, then Yother day; in D. S1rillingfee? 9 Big 
called:the Ratroxal.Arrownt, &c: thereis One: Chuptey, 
from þ. 422 e050, Wherein the Title of 18#4vevſet BjÞ4p 
is Cativaſg'd betwixt the DotFor and his Adverſary T. C: 
Whether it do of Right belong to the Pope or Bilkop of 
Rome, | or whether he came fairly by it. And ferther;; 
becauſe you ſeem forts know theltory,orat leaft differnble 
your Knowlkdge,-1 can rhmeyou'the Firff Pope who toble 
it upon | him: It was Boniface, who ſucceeded Grepory : Tt 
will not be your Evaſion, I hope, to ſay, the Pope did nor 
take it upon him, bur Pb) gave it him, - That isneithor 
here- nor there 3' The One gave it, the Other. cook it; It 
was given then" bythe Tyrant Phveas, (not'by Conſtantine, 
to be (are; his Donation hath nothing todo ink) and it was - 
taken. by cAntichriſtian Boniface , and ever Owhed and 
Maintained fince by your Catholick Writers: And now 
think ont, wilt not you allow the Pope to be & Carhd'ich 
Biſhop," the Cathilik- Biſbop } ard whavis that, I pray you, 
but #niverſal Biſhop'? And is not the Biſhop of the Carholic 
Church the Biſhop of the Univerſal Church ? 33g 
What you fay againſt our Church of England at the 
laſt, is- nothing /but what you have faid all along, over 
and over,and has been anſweret! over and over.' Our Church 
ftands upon her own Legs, is ſubje& tono Foreix Fu 
riſdiction, owns her Gracious King as Supream in all Cauſes, 
and. over all Perſons, Eccleſiaſtical, as well as Civil, (which 
your Charch-and her Children donot) binds her own, and 
her- Childrea's Duty and Obedience to Him and his 
Rightful Heirs and Succefſors, by Solemn 0athr (which 
you refuſe) and is Aſſured, that as long as He and Thy, or 
of Them Govern, her Conſiitwtion ſhall never fail, 
May They. always Govern, and'may She never fal ! 


$3 


1 "7 


T9 1's 


